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HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

TMt  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 


FOREIGN  ASSISTANCE — Presidential  Determinations 

Ethiopia;  foreign  military  sales  credits . 31199 

Ecuador;  waiver  of  foreign  military  sales  ineligibility 

provisions  . 31201 

Korea  and  Jordan;  furnishing  of  sophisticated  weapons 

systems . 31203 

Ethiopia  and  Kenya;  furnishing  of  F-5  aircraft .  31205 

INCOME  TAX — IRS  proposes  raising  imputed  interest 
rates;  comments  by  8-25-75 .  31238 

NUCLEAR  NON-PROLIFERATION  TREATY— Commerce/ 

DIBA  rules  on  list  of  nuclear-related  commodities  sub¬ 
ject  to  assurance  procedures  by  consignee  govern¬ 
ments;  effective  7-21-75 .  31209 

PRECIOUS  METALS — GSA  rules  on  reclamation  pro¬ 
cedures;  effective  7-21-75 .  31224 

MEETINGS— 

CSC:  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  8-13-75 .  31254 

DOD/USAF:  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board.  8-18-75  .  31249 

(Continued  inside) 


PART  II: 

RADIOACTIVE  DRUGS— 

HEW/ FDA  proposed  regulations,  enforcement 

policy  for  nuclear  pharmacies . 31314 

HEW/FDA  regulates  reassignment  of  respon¬ 
sibility  for  biological  products;'  effective  8- 

25-75 . 31311 

HEW/FDA  terminates  exemptions;  effective  7- 
25-75  .  31298 

PART  III: 

ELECTIONS — FEC  publishes  advisory  opinions  .  31315 

PART  IV: 

NAVIGABLE  WATERS — DOD/Corps  of  Engineers 
issues  interim  rule  on  activity  permits;  com¬ 
ments  by  10-23-75  .  31319 

PART  V: 

MINIMUM  WAGES — Labor/ ESA  issues  determina¬ 
tions  for  Federal  and  federally  assisted  con¬ 
struction  .  31429 


reminders 

(The  Items  In  this  list  were  edltorUlly  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Pedesai.  Rbgisteb  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no 
legal  significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

Note;  Thu'e  were  no  Items  published  after 
OctobM*  1, 1972,  that  are  eligible  for  inclusion 
In  the  list  of  Rttues  Going  Into  Effect 
Today. 

List  of  Public  Laws 

NOTE:  No  acts  approved  by  the  Presi* 
dent  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  t(xla/s 
LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS. 
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ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5266.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  ofiBcial  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  l^rvice.  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington.  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (48  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  n.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Cb.  I).  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  FEDxaAL  Register  provides  a  imiform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  (»ders  and  Federal  agency  dociunents  having 
general  i^plicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $45  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

Defense  Manpower  Commission,  7-30  and  7-31-75....  31257 
Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Occupational  Safety  and 

Health,  7-30-75 .  31291 


RELOCATED  MEETING— 

NRC;  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Washington  Public  Power  Supply 
Systems  Nuclear  Projects  3  and  5,  8-4—75  .  31289 


contents 


THE  PRESIDENT 


MEMORANDA 

Ecuador:  foreign  military  sales  in¬ 
eligibility  provisions,  waiver - 31201 

Ethiopia;  foreign  military  sales 

credits _ 31119 

Kenya  and  Ethiopia;  P — 5  air¬ 
craft,  furnishing - 31205 

Korea  and  Jordan;  sophisticated 
weapons  s3rstems,  furnishing —  31203 


EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 

AGENCY  FOR  INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 

Notices 

Housing  guaranty  program  for 
Chile;  information  for  in¬ 
vestors  _  31249 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Limitations  of  handling  and 
shipping: 

Lemons  grown  in  Calif,  and 


Ariz _ 31228 

Limes  grown  in  Fla _ 31228 

Milk  marketing  order: 

Central  Arizona  area _ 31233 

Chicago  region _ 31229 


Proposed  Rules 

Grade,  size,  and  maturity  stand¬ 
ards: 

Pears  grown  in  Oreg.,  Wash., 
and  Calif _ 31244 

Notices 

Grade  standards : 

Rice _ 31249 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Forest  Service;  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

Rules 

Meat  import  restrictions,  Australia 


or  New  Zealand  products _ 31227 

AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

USAP  Scientific  Advisory 
Board _ 31249 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Engineers  Corpa. 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Advisory 
Committee  on  Procedural  Re¬ 
forms;  charter,  establishment 
and  request  for  comments  (3 

documents) _ 31252 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Pan  American  World  Airways, 

Inc _ _ 31252 

Pan  American  World  Airways, 

Inc.  and  Northwest  Airlines _ 31253 

Tourist  Enterprises  Corp.etal-.  31254 
Priority  and  nonpriority  domestic 
serviceman;  temporary  rates _ 31254 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

City  Income  or  emplosrment  taxes, 
voluntary  withholding _ 31207 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council-  31254 
Noncareer  executive  assignments: 
Housing  and  UrtMin  Develop¬ 
ment  Department _ 31254 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Domestic  and  International 
Business  Administration;  Mari¬ 
time  Administration. 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Notices 

Procurement  list  1975;  additions 
(4  documents) _  31254-31255 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Air  Force  Department:  Engi¬ 
neers  Corps. 

DEFENSE  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meeting;  cancellation _ 31257 

DISEASE  CONTROL  CENTER 
Proposed  Rules 

Occupational  safety  and  health  in¬ 
vestigations  of  places  of  employ¬ 
ment;  extension  of  comments 
period - - - 31248 


DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Nuclear  non-proliferation  treaty 
provisions  _ 31209 

EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and 
federally-assisted  construction; 
general  wage  determination  de¬ 
cisions,  modifications,  and  sup¬ 


ersedeas  decisions _ 31429 

ENGINEER  CORPS 
Rules 

Navigable  waters;  permits  for 
activities  _ 31319 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultm-al  commodities; 
tolerances  and  exemptions, 


etc.: 

Paraquat _ 31237 

Pine  Oil— _ 31236 

Profiuralin  _ 31236 

Zinc  phosphide _ 31237 

Notices 

Pesticide  registration;  applica¬ 
tions  (2  documents) _  31258,  31259 

Pesticides  and  food  additives; 

petitions  _ 31259 

Sodium  cyanide  used  to  control 
predators;  hearing _ 31261 

ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  COUNCIL 
Notices 

Draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments:  availability _ 31255 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives: 
Messerschmltt  Boelkow  Blohm 


Model  BO-105  helicopters _ 31208 

Piper  . 31208 

Restricted  areas _ 31209 

Proposed  Rules 

Reporting  points,  controlled  areas, 

and  Jet  routes _ 31245 

Transition  area _ 31247 

VOR  Federal  airway _ 31245 
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CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

AM  station  assignment  standards.  31227 
Frequency  allocations  and  treaty 


matters  _ 31226 

Proposed  Rules 

Offshore  Radio  Telecwnmunica- 
tions  Service  (ORTS) ;  crea¬ 
tion  _  31248 

Notices 

Canadian  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions;  notification  list - 31261 

Domestic  public  radio  services; 

applications  _ 31262 

Land  mobile  services;  operation  in 

certain  frequencies _ 31266 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Post-Newsweek  Station  and  St 
Johns  Television  Co - 31264 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Advisory  opinions - 31315 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Railroad-Highway  projects;  cor¬ 
rection  _  31211 

Reimbursement  for  railroad  work ; 
correction  _ 31211 


FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

National  fiood  insurance  program : 

Areas  eligible  for  sale  of  insur¬ 


ance  (5  documents) _ 31211-31215 

Special  hazard  areas  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  31217-31220 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Complaint  filed: 

Abbott  Laboratories  vs.  Vene¬ 


zuelan  Line _ 31267 

Establishing  level  of  military  rates 
not  detrimental  to  commerce —  31267 
Oil  EMjllution;  certificates  of  finan¬ 
cial  responsibility _ 31270 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Exxon  Pipeline  Co.  of  Calif _ 31283 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Appalachian  Power  Co - 31271 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co _ 31272 

Blandin  Paper  Co.,  et  al - 31272 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co _ 31276 

Connecticut  River  Basin - 31273 

Consolidated  C3)as  Supply  Corp__  31274 

Continental  Oil  Co _ 31274 

Great  Lakes  Transmission  Co..  31275 

Hurley  Petroleum  Corp - 31276 

Indiana  li  Michigan  Electric 

Co . 31276 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co _ _ 31278 

Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Co—  31278 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co _ 31281 

Northern  States  Power  Co _ 31284 

Otter  Tail  Power  Co _ 31282 

South  Texas  Natural  Gas 
Gathering  Co _ 31282 


Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _ 31282 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission 

Corp - 31283 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _ 31283 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Rules 

Authority  delegations: 

Board  of  Governors  and  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Federal  Reserve 


Bank  Activities - 31207 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

American  Security  Corp _ 31284 

Banks  of  Iowa,  Inc _ 31284 

Citizens  Bancorp _ 31284 

Community  State  Agency,  Inc__  31284 

First  Banc  Group,  Inc _ 31284 

First  National  Charter  Corp _ 31285 

First  National  Cincinnati  Corp.  31285 

FOB,  Corp _ 31285 

Kansas  State  Bancshares,  Inc..  31286 
Manufacturers  National  Corp..  31286 

National  City  Corp _ 31287 

North  Florida  Bancshares,  Inc..  31287 
Southeastern  Bancshares,  Inc..  31287 
Winters  National  Corp _ 31288 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 

Carter  Hawley  Hale  Stores,  Inc., 

et  al.;  correction _ 31211 

Library  Marketing  Services.  Inc., 

et  al.;  correction _ 31211 

FISCAL  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

General  regulations  .with  respect 
to  U.S.  securities;  correction _ 31238 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Administrative  practices  and  pro¬ 
cedures  ;  partial  stay  of  effective 


date _ 31234 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related 
products: 

Paraquat _ 31236 

Tylosin _ 31235 

Human  drugs: 


Radioactive  drugs  and  biologies.  31298 
Radioactive  drugs  and  biologies, 
reassignment  of  responsibil¬ 


ity  _  31311 

Notices 

Radioactive  drugs  and  biological 
products;  interim  enforcement 
policy  _ 31314 

FOREST  SERVICE 
Rules 

Grazing  advisory  boards;  organi¬ 
zation  and  functions _ 31222 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Lone  Peak  Wilderness  Study 
report _ 31250 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Procurement  (2  documents) _ 31223 

Property  rehabilitation;  reclama¬ 
tion  of  precious  metals _ 31224 


Telecommunications;  automatic 


call  distributor  systems _ 31224 

Notices 

Authority  delegation: 

Secretary  of  Defense  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  31288 


HEALTH.  EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Disease  Control  Center;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Registration  OflBce. 

Rules 

Real  estate  settlement  procedures; 
legal  opinion  No.  1;  correction..  31211 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Land  Management  Bureau. 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Income  taxes: 

Imputed  interest  rates;  in¬ 


crease  _  31238 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Freedom  of  information;  fee 
schedule _ 31211 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearing  assignments _ 31291 

Motor  carriers: 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  31292 

Transfer  proceedings  (2  docu¬ 
ments) . .  31291,31292 


INTERSTATE  LAND  SALES 
REGISTRATION  OFFICE 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

River  Road  City _ 31250 

Trinity  Lake  Forest _ 31251 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Employment  Standards  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Manpower  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion. 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

Pipe  line  right-of-way  applica¬ 
tions: 

Wyoming _ 31249 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 

Notices 

Clearances  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  _  31290 

MANPOWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Employment  transfer  and  business 
competition  determinations;  ap¬ 
plications  _  31290 
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Migrant  and  other  seasonal  farm- 
workers  program;  fiscal  year 
1976  estimates  and  areas  open 


for  competition _ 31291 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Tanker  construction  program; 
collision  avoidance _ 31250 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Georgia  Power  Co.,  et  al _ 31289 

International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  Draft  Codes  of  Prac¬ 
tice _ _ 31289 

Yankee  Atomic  Electric  Co _ 31289 

Meetings : 


Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  Subcommittee  on 
Washington  Public  Power 
Supply  Systems  Nuclear 
Projects  3  and  5;  correction..  31289 


OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings,  cancellation: 

Federal  Advisory  Council  on 
Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  _ 31291 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Telephone  facilities: 

Station  installations;  stand¬ 
ards  _  31244 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agency  for  International  De¬ 
velopment. 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion:  Federal  Highway  Admin¬ 
istration. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Fiscal  Service;  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Service. 
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The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today’s 
issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents  published 
since  January  1,  1974,  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 
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5  CFR 

550 _ _ 31207 
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373 _  31209 
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Proposed  Rules: 
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12  CFR 
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_  31207 

14  CFR 
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31234 

31307 

31308 
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31235 

31236 
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610. 


31313 
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140 _ _ 31211 
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24  CFR 

82 . 31211 

1914  (5  documents) . 31211-31215 

1915  (2  documents) . .  31217-31220 


26  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ 

31  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

306 _ 

33  CFR 

209 _ 

36  CFR 

231 _ 

40  CFR 

180  (3  documents)  __ 

41  CFR 

101-26  (2  documents) 

101-35 _ 

101-42. _ _ 

42  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

85a _ 

47  CFR 
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73 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED— JULY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  July. 


1  CFR 


7  CFR — Continued 


7  CFR — Continued 


2  CFR 

102 _ 

3  CFR 

Proclamations: 

4381 _ 

Executive  Orders: 

2909  (Revoked  by  PLO  5510) - 

5277  (Revoked  by  PLO  5507) _ 

5481  (Revoked  by  PLO  5507) - 

11643  (Amended  by  EO  11870)  — 

11861  (Amended  by  EO  11872) - 

11868  (Amended  by  EO  11873)  — 

11870  _ 

11871  _ 30615, 

11872  _ 

11873  _ 

Memoranda: 

Memorandum  of  June  26.  1975 — 
Memorandum  of  June  30,  1975  (3 
documents) _  31201,  31203, 

4  CFR 

54 _ 


27925 

1033. 

27925 

1064 

1131. 

1408 

30793 

1421. 

1427. 

1434 

1438 
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1446 
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307 _  28445 

550  _  31207 

551  _  27640 

731 _  28047 

7  CFR 

6  _  29261 
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26 _  28785 

29 _  30917 

210 _  30917 
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246 _ 27930 

271  _  28786,  29531,  29701 
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354 _  30621 
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922  . 30270 

924 _ 30929 

930 . 27931,  28602 

944 . 29812,  30794 

945— . — . .  30271 

967_ . 29534 

999 _  29262 

1030 .  31229 


Proposed  Rules: 

29 _ 

722 _ 

728 _ 

775 _ 

911 _ 

915  _ 

916  _ 

917  _ 

923  _ 

924  _ 

927 _ 

930 _ 

932 _ 

946  _ 

947  _ 

918  _ 

958 _ 

930 _ 

982 _ 

989 _ 
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1030 _ 

1032 _ 

1040 _ 

1046 _ 

1049  _ 

1050  _ 

1060 _ 

1061 _ 

1062 _ 

1063  _ 
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1065  _ 
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1073 _ 

1076 _ 
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1079  _ 

1090 _ 

1094 _ 

1096  _ 

1097  _ 

1098  . 

1099  . 

1102 _ 

1104 _ 

1106 _ 

1108 _ 

1120 _ 

1131  . 
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Title  3 — ^The  President 

Memorandum  of  June  26,  1975 

Provision  of  Foreign  Military  Sales  Credit  to  Ethiopia  at  a  Reduced 

Interest  Rate 


[Presidential  Determination  No.  75-24] 

* 

Memorandum  for  the  Seeretary'  of  State 


The  White  House, 
Washington,  June  26,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Section  23  of  the  Foreign 
Military  Sales  Act,  as  amended,  I  hereby  certify  that  the  provision  of 
$25  million  in  FMS  credits  to  Ethiopia  for  FY  75  at  an  interest  rate  of 
5%  is  required  by  the  national  interest  of  the  United  States. 

You  are  directed  on  my  liehalf  to  report  this  certification  to  the 
Congress,  together  \vith  the  attached  justification  therefor. 

I’his  finding  shall  l)e  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[FR  D.h  . 75-1 9475  Filed  7-23-75 ;2;  10  pm] 
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Memorandum  of  June  30,  1975  ^ 

Waiver  of  Foreign  Military  Sales  Act,  Section  3(b)  ineligibility  Provisions 

for  Ecuador 


[Presidential  Determination  No.  75-25] 

Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  June  30,  1975. 

I  hereby  determine  that  the  waiver  of  the  provisions  of  Section  3(b) 
of  the  Foreign  Military  Sales  Act,  as  amended,  with  respect  V)  Ecuador- 
is  important  to  the  security  of  the  United  States  and,  therefore,  the 
provisions  of  that  Section  are  hereby  waived  insofar  as  they  relate  to 
sales,  credits  or  guaranties  to  Ecuador. 

You  are^  requested  on  my  behalf  to  report  this  determination  and 
waiver  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  to  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  as  required  by  law. 

This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[FR  Doc.75-19476  Filed  7-23-75 ;2 : 10  pm] 
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Memorandum  of  June  30,  1975 

Presidential  Determination — ^The  Republic  of  Korea  and  Jordan 


[Presidential  Determination  No.  75-26] 

Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  June  30,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Section  504(a)  of  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended,  and  Section  4  of  the 
Foreign  Military  Sales  Act,  as  amended,  respectively,  I  hereby  deter¬ 
mine  : 

•* 

(a)  that  the  furnishing  of  sophisticated  weapons  systems  under  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  in  FY  1975  to  the  Republic  of  Korea  and 
Jordan,  and 

(b)  that  the  financing  of  the  sale  of  sophisticated  weapons  systems 
under  the  Foreign  Military  Sales  Act  in  FY  1975  to  Jordan, 

are  important  to  the  national  security  of  the  United  States. 

You  are  requested  on  my  behalf  to  report  this  determination  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  as  required  by  law. 

This  determination  shall  be  publbhed  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[FR  Doc.75-19477  Filed  7-23-75;2:ll  pm] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  144 — FRIDAY,  lULY  25,  1975 


THE  PRESIDENT 


Memorandum  of  June  30,  1975 

Provision  of  Sophisticated  Weapons  Systems  to  Ethiopia  and  Kenya 


[  Preeideiitial  Determination  No.  75-27) 

Memorandum  for  tlic  Secretary  of  State 

The  White  House, 
IVashington,  June  30,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Section  504(a)  of  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended,  and  by  Section  4  of  the 
Foreign  Military  Sales  Act,  as  amended,  I  hereby  determine  that: 

a)  I'he  furnishing  of  F-5  aircraft  to  the  Government  of  Ethiopia 
under  Chapter  2  of  Part  II  of  the  Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as 
amended;  and 

b.)  The  extension  of  credits  and  guaranties  under  Sections  23  and 
24  of  the  Foreign  Military  Sales  Act,  as  amended,  in  connection  with 
the  sale  of  F-5  aircraft  to  the  Governments  of  Ethiopia  and  Kenya, 
are  important  to  the  national  security  of  the  United  States. 

You  are  requested  on  my  behalf  to  report  that  determination  to  the 
Congress  within  thirty  days  as  required  by  law,  together  with  the  at¬ 
tached  justification  therefor.  , 

This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[FR  Doc.75-19478  Filed  7-23-75 ;2: 1 1  pm] 
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Thl»  ssetion  of  th«  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documenU  h^ing  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  ar* 
keyed  to  and  codified  In  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  now  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  5 — ^Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

PART  550— PAY  ADMINISTRATION 
(GENERAL) 

Income  Tax  Withholding 

The  Civil  Service  Commission  has  re¬ 
vised  §  550.361  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  5 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to 
extend  provisions  for  voluntary  with¬ 
holding  of  city  income  or  employment 
taxes  from  the  pay  of  Federal  employees 
who  may  have  a  liability  for  payment  of 
such  taxes  based  on  residency  in  certain 
cities  but  who  are  employed  outside  the 
corporate  limits  of  those  cities. 

Pub.  L.  93-340,  July  10,  1974,  provides 
for  mandatory  withholding  of  city  in¬ 
come  or  employment  taxes  from  the  pay 
of  Federal  employees  in  cities  having  500 
or  more  civilian  Federal  employees  (in¬ 
cluding  those  of  the  Executive  agencies, 
judicial  branch,  or  the  U.S.  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice)  whose  regxilar  place  of  employment 
is  within  the  city  if  the  city  has  entered 
into  an  agreement  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  withhold  such  taxes. 
The  law  also  provides  for  voluntary 
withholding  for  employees  whose  place 
of  residence  is  in  a  State  other  than  that 
in  which  the  city  is  located.  However, 
the  law  makes  no  provision  for  with¬ 
holding  such  taxes  from  the  pay  of  em¬ 
ployees  whose  place  of  residence  is 
within  the  city  but  who  are  employed 
outside  the  corporate  limits  of  the  city 
even  though  these  employees  may  have 
a  similar  tax  liability  under  the  city  or¬ 
dinance. 

This  regulatory  change  is  designed  to 
complement  Pub.  L.  93-340.  It  would 
make  available  to  qualified  cities  and 
covered  employees  the  same  benefits  now 
provided  for  voluntary  withholding  for 
State  and  District  of  Columbia  income 
tax  when  the  place  of  employment  is 
different  from  the  place  of  residence. 

Until  now,  Commission  regulations 
have  permltt^  voluntary  allotments  for 
payment  of  city  income  or  employment 
taxes  only  in  the  cities  of  Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  and 
Louisville,  Kentucky,  under  an  experi¬ 
mental  program.  This  is  superseded  by 
Pub.  L.  93-340  and  the  revised  regula¬ 
tion. 

Written  comments  were  solicited  from 
agencies  and  employee  organizations 
with  respect  to  this  change  in  the  regu¬ 
lation.  Accordingly,  in  light  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received  and  5  U.S.C.  553(b), 
§  550.361  is  revised  as  set  forth  below. 

§  5a0.361  Scope. 

An  agency  may  permit  an  employee, 
regardless  of  his  tenure,  to  make  an  al¬ 
lotment  for  the  payment  of  State  or  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  income  taxes,  or  city 
income  or  employment  taxes  when  he  is 


employed  outside  of,  but  is  a  resident  in, 
a  State,  the  District  of  Columbia  or  a 
city  with  which  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  entered  into  an  agreement 
to  withhold  income  or  employment  taxes 
from  the  pay  of  employees  under  sec¬ 
tions  5516,  5517,  and  5520  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code. 

(5  U.S.C.  5527) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal!  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.75-19274  Filed  7-24-75:8:45  am) 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  RESERVE 
SYSTEM 

PART  265 — RULES  REGARDING 
DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

Board  Members 

In  order  to  expedite  and  facilitate  per¬ 
formance  of  certain  of  its  functions  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  4  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  307)  with  respect  to  super¬ 
vision  of  Federal  Reserve  Banks,  the 
Board  of  Governors  has  amended  its 
Rules  Regarding  Delegation  of  Author¬ 
ity  pursuant  to  section  ll(k)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C.  248(k))  to 
delegate  to  the  Committee  on  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  Activities  certain  respon¬ 
sibilities  with  respect  to  supervision  of 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  land  acquisition, 
construction  programs,  financial  plan¬ 
ning  and  control,  purchase  of  computer 
equipment  and  examination  and  opera¬ 
tions  review.  In  addition,  the  Board  has 
amended  its  previous  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  the  Committee  to  make  ex¬ 
plicit  the  Committee  authority  to  disap¬ 
prove  as  well  as  to  approve  certain  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  expenditures. 

The  provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553,  relating  to 
publication  for  comment  and  deferred 
effective  dates  of  a  proposed  rulemaking 
are  not  applicable  to  these  amendments 
to  §  265.1a  since  the  amendments  are 
rules  of  agency  procedure  and  practice 
and  not  rules  of  a  substantive  nature. 

1.  Effective  July  31,  1975,  paragraphs 
1  through  5  of  §  265.1a(a)  are  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “or  disapprove” 
after  the  words  “to  approve”  in  each 
paragraph,  and 

2.  Paragraph  §  265.1a(a)  revised  and 
6  through  11  are  added  to  §  265.  la  (a)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  263.1a  Specific  functions  delegated  to 
Board  iiicnibcrs. 

(a)  The  Committee  on  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  Activities,  consisting  of  at 
least  three  members  of  the  Board  desig¬ 


nated  by  the  Chairman,  is  authorized,  to 
act  upon  matters  as  set  forth  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  twenty-second  para¬ 
graph  of  section  4  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  307)  and  subject  to  such 
general  guidelines  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Board.  With  respect  to  any  ap¬ 
proval  action  taken  by  the  Committee 
pursuant  to  authority  delegated  herein 
involving  a  controversial  matter,  a  policy 
consideration,  or  an  expenditure  of  fimds 
exceeding  $500,000,  the  Committee  will 
inform  the  Board  by  memo  before  giving 
notice  of  its  approval  to  the  Reserve 
Bank.  For  a  period  of  three  days,  any 
member  of  the  Board  may  request  that 
the  matter  be  scheduled  for  review  by  the 
Board.  The  Committee  is  authorized: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6)  To  approve  or  disapprove  spe¬ 
cific  Reserve  Bank  proposals  to  acquire 
land  for  current  or  future  building  pur¬ 
poses,  provided  that  the  Board  has  pre¬ 
viously  authorized  the  general  Reserve 
Bank  expansion  or  building  program  for 
which  the  land  is  sought  and  provided 
that  each  proposed  land  acquisition  re¬ 
quires  commitment  of  no  more  than  one 
million  dollars  ($1,000,000). 

(7)  To  approve  or  disapprove :  (i)  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  studies,  analyses  and  similar 
commitments  for  a  Reserve  Bank  build¬ 
ing  or  expansion  program  at  a  stage 
after  the  general  Reserve  Bank  building 
or  expansion  program  has  been  approved 
by  the  Board  and  prior  to  the  Board  de¬ 
cision  to  permit  the  Reserve  Bank  to  ac¬ 
cept  bids  and  award  contracts,  (il)  addi¬ 
tional  construction  costs  of  a  new  Bank 
or  Branch  building  in  excess  of  costs 
originally  approved  by  the  Board  pro¬ 
vided  such  additional  costs  do  not  exceed 
the  5  per  cent  contingency  portion  of 
the  Board-approved  budget,  (iii)  pro¬ 
posed  remodeling  or  renovation  of  exist¬ 
ing  Bank  or  Branch  buildings  or  addi¬ 
tions  to  such  buildings  where  the  total 
cost  of  such  renovation,  remodeling  or 
additions  is  in  excess  of  two  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  dollars  ($250,000)  but  not 
in  excess  of  one  million  two  hundred  fifty 
thousand  dollars  ($1,250,000).  (The  in¬ 
itial  two  hundred  fifty  thousand  dollars 
($250,000)  may  be  committed  solely  by 
the  Director  of  the  Division  of  Federal 
Reseiwe  Bank  Operations  pursuant  to 
265.2(d)(5).) 

(8)  To  approve  or  disapprove  supple¬ 
mentary  budget  requests  and  special  in¬ 
centive  programs  to  improve  operations 
or  reduce  costs,  provided  that  the  Board 
has  previously  approved  the  requesting 
Reserve  Bank’s  budget  and  provided  the 
supplemental  request  adheres  to  the 
Board’s  expense  guidelines  and  provided 
the  amounts  approved  for  the  System  in 
a  fiscal  year  do  not  exceed  one  per  cent 
of  the  total  budget  of  all  the  Reserve 
Banks  in  the  System,  as  approved  by  the 
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Board.  (The  amount  which  the  Commit¬ 
tee  may  approve  is  in  addition  to  any 
amounts  approved  by  the  Director  of 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  Operations  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  265.2(d)  (6)  of  these 
Rules.) 

(9)  To  approve  or  disapprove  specific 
projects  proposed  in  accordance  with  on¬ 
going  System  programs  previously  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Board,  such  as  the  auto¬ 
mated  clearing  house  program,  provided 
the  Committee  adheres  to  the  Board’s 
budgetary  constraints. 

(10)  To  approve  Reserve  Bank  pur¬ 
chases  of  computers  and  other  major 
automation  equipment,  provided  that 
the  staff  of  the  Division  of  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  Operations  indicates  the  re¬ 
turn  on  the  investfent  is  adequate  to  re¬ 
capture  the  investment  within  5  years 
and  provided  the  total  capital  commit¬ 
ment  in  the  System  for  such  purchases 
does  not  exceed  ten  million  dollars 
($10,000,000)  annually. 

(11)  To  review  and  approve  reports 
on  Federal  Reserve  Bank  examinations 
and  Federal  Reserve  Bank  operations  re¬ 
views  provided  that  issues  of  imusual 
import  be  presented  to  the  Board  and 
provided  that  the  Comimttee  present  an 
annual  siunmary  of  Reserve  Bank  oper¬ 
ations  and  problems  to  the  Board. 

3.  Effective  July  31.  1975,  §S  265.2(d) 
(5)  and  (6),  and  265.2(f)  (33)  are  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  265.2  Specific  functions  delegated  to 
Board  employees  and  Federal  Re- 
ser\’e  Banks. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  The  Director  of  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  Operations  is  authorized: 

•  •  •  •  * 

(5)  To  approve  or  disapprove  pro¬ 
posed  remodeling  or  renovaUon  of  exist¬ 
ing  Reserve  Bank  or  Branch  buildings  or 
additions  to  such  buildings  where  the 
cost  of  such  remodeling,  renovation  or 
addition  will  be  in  excess  of  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars  ($100,000),  provided 
that  the  cost  of  each  project  approved 
by  the  Director  may  not  be  excess  of  two 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars 
($250,000) . 

(6)  To  approve  or  disapprove  supple¬ 
mentary  budget  requests  and  special  in¬ 
centive  programs  to  improve  operations 
or  reduce  costs,  provided  that  the  Board 
has  previously  approved  the  budget 
of  the  requesting  Reserve  Bank  and  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  supplemental  request  ad¬ 
heres  to  the  Board’s  general  expense 
guidelines  and  such  guidelines  as  the 
Board  may  have  imposed  in  approving 
the  Reserve  Bank’s  budget  and  provided 
that  the  amount  approved  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  may  not  exceed  in  any  budgetary 
year  one  himdred  thousand  dollars 
($100,000)  for  each  Reserve  Bank  and 
seven  himdred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars 
($750,000)  for  all  Reserve  Banks  in  the 
Ss^tem. 

•  •  *  •  « 

(f)  Each  Federal  Reserve  Bank  is  au¬ 
thorized,  as  to  member  banks  or  other 
indicated  organizations  headquartered  in 
its  district  or  imder  subparagraph  (25) 
of  this  paragraph  as  to  its  officers  or 


under  paragraph  (f)  (33)  as  to  its  own 
facilities: 

•  •  •  *  • 

(33)  Under  the  provisions  of  section  4 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
307),  to  undertake  remodeling,  renova¬ 
tion  of  or  addition  to  its  existing  build¬ 
ings  or  those  of  its  branches  provided 
the  expenditure  for  such  purpose  does 
not  exceed  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
($100,000)  within  a  single  budget  year. 
•  •  •  •  * 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  17,  1975. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(PR  Doc.76-19375  FUed  7-24-76:8:46  ami 


Title  14 — ^Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  14811;  Arndt.  39-2277] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Messerschmitt  Boelkow  Blohm  Model 
BO-105  Helicopters 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  an  amendment 
to  AD-75-14-01  (40  FR  26017),  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2245,  was  adopted  on  June  25, 
1975,  and  made  effective  immediately  as 
to  all  known  U.S.  operators  of  Messer¬ 
schmitt  Boelkow  Blohm  (MBB)  Model 
BG-105  helicopters  because  of  manufac¬ 
turing  defects  found  in  certain  fiexible 
hose  assemblies.  ’The  amendment  was  is¬ 
sued  to  require  the  removal  from  serv¬ 
ice  .  and  replacement  of  the  specified 
flexible  hose  assemblies. 

Since  it  was  foimd  that  immediate  ac¬ 
tion  was  required,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  thereon  was  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  existed  for  making  the  amendment 
effective  immediately  as  to  all  known 
U.S.  operators  of  MBB  Model  BO-105 
helicopters  by  individual  telegrams  dated 
June  25,  1975.  These  conditions  still  exist 
and  the  amendment  to  AD-75-14-01  (40 
FR  26017),  Amendment  39-2245  is  here¬ 
by  published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
an  amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to 
make  it  effective  as  to  all  persons.  The 
AD,  as  amended,  is  set  forth  herein  in  its 
entirety. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1968  (49  UA.C.  1364(a).  1421,  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666(c) ) ) 

Messerschmitt  Boelkow  Blohm,  Ombh.  Ap¬ 
plies  to  Messerschmitt  Boelkow  Blohm 
(MBB)  Model  BD-105  Helicopters  Cer¬ 
tificated  in  all  Categories. 

Compliance  Is  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  failure  In  service  accomplish 
the  following: 

(a)  Before  further  flight,  remove  flexible 
hose  assemblies  having  any  of  the  following 
MBB  or  ESPA  part  numbers  that  have  blue 
fittings  marked  M624690.  Replace  with  flex¬ 
ible  hose  assemblies  of  the  same  MBB  or 
ESPA  part  number  that  have  silver  or  metal 
colored  fittings  marked  12  DN  29813. 


MBB 

Part  No. 

ESPA 

Part  No. 

105.: . 

61765 

40848 

1290 

105 . 

61796 

40661 

1185 

106 . 

61797 

40661 

820 

106 . 

61798 

40560 

440 

105 . 

62163 

40558 

415 

105 . 

62165 

40558 

500 

106 . 

61793 

40561 

35.5 

106 . 

62161 

40561 

960 

105 . 

62162 

40561 

1010 

105 . 

62169 

40848 

820 

105 . 

62168 

40848 

775 

105 . 

61792 

40562 

330-0 

105 . 

61791 

40662 

1125 

105 . 

62166 

40849 

810 

105 . 

62167 

40849 

865 

105 . 

61799 

40560 

600 

105 . 

61343 

40848 

2.50 

105 . 

61344 

40848 

890 

105 . 

(Replacp.s 

105-90608) 

90897 

40556 

350 

(b)  Before  further  flight,  except  that  the 
aircraft  may  be  flown  in  accordance  with 
FAB  §i  21.197  and  21.199  to  a  base  where  the 
work  can  be  performed,  remove  flexible  hose 
assemblies,  MBB  part  numbers  105-61797, 
-61798,  and  -61799  that  have  the  marking 
“HN-10”  behind  the  part/drawing  number 
or  that  have  "ESPA  HN-10’*  marked  on  the 
hose  surface.  Replace  with  serviceable  as¬ 
semblies  of  the  same  part  number  that  do  not 
carry  the  designation  “HN-IO”  or  "ESPA 
HN-10’’. 

(e)  Before  further  flight,  except  that  the 
aircraft  may  be  flown  in  accordance  with 
FAR  $1  21.197  and  21.199  to  a  base  where  the 
work  can  be  performed.  Inspect  flexible  hose 
assemblies  having  the  following  part/draw¬ 
ing  numbers  that  carry  the  designation  "HN- 
10”  or  “ESPA  HN-lO”,  for  cracks  in  the  area 
where  the  hose  extrudes  from  the  fitting.  Re¬ 
move  and  replace  in  accordance  with  the 
following  schedule: 

105- 61795 

106- 62162  (or  D133-1580) 

106-61793 

106-62169  (or  D133-1586) 

105-61343  (or  D133-1677) 

105-61344  (or  D133-1678) 

(1)  If  cracks  are  found,  or  prior  to  reach¬ 
ing  the  hose  assembly  service  life  limit  if 
no  cracks  are  found,  remove  the  assembly  and 
replace  with  a  serviceable  assembly  of  the 
same  part  number  that  does  not  carry  des¬ 
ignation  “HN-10”  or  "ESPA  HN-10”. 

(2)  If  no  cracks  are  found,  the  hose  as¬ 
sembly  may  be  continued  in  service  until 
reaching  the  service  life  limit  of  100  hours 
total  time  in  service  provided  the  assembly  is 
reinspected  at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  25 
hours  time  In  service  or  two  calendar  weeks, 
whichever  occurs  first. 

(Messerschmitt  Bo^kow  Blohm  BC-105 
Alert  Bulletins  10,  11,  and  12  and  Service 
Bulletin  60-14  cover  this  same  subject). 

This  amendment  is  effective  on  July  25, 
1975,  as  to  all  persons  except  those  per¬ 
sons,  to  whom  it  was  made  immediately 
effective  by  the  telegram  dated  June  25, 
1975,  which  contained  this  amendment. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  18, 


1975. 


J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 


[FR  Doc.76-19324  Filed  7-24-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  76-EA-48;  Arndt.  39-2270] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Piper  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
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Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
issue  an  airworthiness  directive  appli¬ 
cable  to  Piper  PA-31P  airplanes. 

There  has  been  a  report  that  the  nose 
gear  steering  cable  and  rudder  cable  of 
the  subject  airplane  had  become  en¬ 
twined  as  a  result  of  stretching  and  rota¬ 
tion  of  the  cables. 

Since  this  deficiency  can  exist  or  de¬ 
velop  in  aircraft  of  similar  type  design, 
an  airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued 
which  will  require  replacement  of  the 
nose  gear  steering  cable  installation. 
Compliance  with  the  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive  makes  fxirther  compliance  with  AD 
72-26-2  unnecessary.  Thus  the  latter  AD 
is  being  revoked. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  because 
the  deficiency  is  one  which  affects  air 
safety,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impractical  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  amendment  ef¬ 
fective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me 
by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  11.89  (31 
FR  13697)  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended  by 
issuing  a  new  Airworthiness  Directive  as 
follows : 

1.  Piper.  Applies  to  Models  PA-31P,  Serial 
Noa.  31P-1  through  31P-7630019  and  PA-31T, 
Serial  Noa.  31T-7400002  through  31T-7520022 
certificated  In  all  categories  except  aircraft 
Incorporating  Piper  Kit  No.  760-923,  Rudder 
and  Nose  Gear  Steering  Cable  Replacement 
or  equivalent. 

To  prevent  possible  haaards  in  flight  asso¬ 
ciated  with  restricted  rudder  travel  due  to 
rudder  nose  gear  steering  cable  entwlnement, 
accomplish  the  following: 

1.  Within  the  next  fifty  hours  In  service 
from  the  effective  date  of  this  A.D.,  replace 
the  existing  rudder  nose  gear  steering  cable 
installation  in  accordance  with  the  instruc¬ 
tions  and  parts  contained  in  Piper  Kit  No. 
760-923,  Rudder  and  Nose  Gear  Steering 
Cable  Replacement  or  equivalent. 

2.  Equivalent  replacement  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern  Region. 

This  supersedes  Amendment,  AD  72-26-2. 

(Piper  Service  Bulletin  No.  446  refers  to  this 
subject.) 

2.  AD  72-26-2  is  revoked. 


1.  R-6402,  Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Dug- 
way,  Utah. 

2.  Rr-6406,  Wendover,  Utah. 

3.  R-6407,  Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Dug¬ 
way,  Utah. 

A  review  of  restricted  areas  desigmated 
under  Part  73  indicates  that  there  are 
three  restricted  areas  which  contain  ref¬ 
erences  to  joint  use  altitudes  in  their  reg¬ 
ulatory  descriptions. 

References  to  joint  use  altitude  provi¬ 
sions  for  restricted  areas  need  not  be 
made  in  Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
regulations.  Restricted  areas  are  desig¬ 
nated  as  joint  use  areas  by  designating  a 
using  and  controlling  agency  and  exe¬ 
cuting  a  letter  of  procedure  between 
these  agencies.  The  letter  of  procedure 
provides  for  the  operation  of  nonpar¬ 
ticipating  flight  within  the  area. 

Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature  and  is  a  minor  amendment  upon 
which  the  public  should  have  no  par¬ 
ticular  reason  to  comment,  notice  and 
public  procedures  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary.  As  this  amendment  relieves  restric¬ 
tion  upon  the  public,  it  may  become  ef¬ 
fective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  is 
amended,  effective  July  25,  1975,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

In  §  73.64  (40  m  695),  the  designated 
altitudes  for  R-6402,  R-6406  and  R-6407 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  R-6402  Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Dug¬ 
way,  Utah,  Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to 
Flight  Level  400. 

2.  R-6406  Wendover,  Utah,  Designated  al¬ 
titudes.  Surface  to  Flight  Level  400. 

3.  R-6407  Dugway  Proving  Oroimd,  Dug¬ 
way,  Utah,  Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to 
Flight  Level  400. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 


Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  21, 
1975. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
IFR  Doc.75-19325  FUed  7-24-75:8:45  amj 


This  amendment  is  effective  July  29, 
1975. 


(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1364(a),  1421  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  14, 
1975. 


Louis  J.  Cardinali, 
Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.75-19326  Filed  7-24-75:8:46  am] 


f^irspace  Docket  No.  75-RM-231 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Restricted  Areas 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  remove  all  existing  references 
to  joint  use  altitudes  in  the  regulatory 
descriptions  for: 


Title  15— Commerce  and  Foreign  Trade 

CHAPTER  III- DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  373— SPECIAL  LICENSING 
PROCEDURES 

PART  378— SPECIAL  NUCLEAR 
CONTROLS 

Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty  Provisions 

Addition  to  the  Lists  of  Commodities 
Excluded  from  Certain  Special  Pro¬ 
cedures 

The  commodities  shown  below  are 
added  to  the  lists  of  commodities  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  Project  License,  Dis¬ 
tribution  License,  Service  Supply  Li¬ 
cense,  and  Foreign-Based  Warehouse 
License  procedures.  As  a  result  of  this  re¬ 
vision,  these  commodities  may  no  longer 
be  exported  under  the  Project,  Distribu¬ 


tion,  Service  Supply,  or  Foreign-Based 
Warehouse  licensing  procedures. 

Effective  date  of  action:  July  21, 1975. 

1.  Accordingly,  the  Export  Adminis¬ 
tration  Regulations  (15  CFR  Part  373) 
are,  amended  by  adding  the  following 
entHes  (in  numerical  order)  to  the  list 
in  S  373.4(b)  and  to  Supplement  No.  1  to 
Part  373,  as  follows: 

§  373.4  Foreign-baited  warehouse  proce¬ 
dure. 

•  *  «  •  • 

(b)  Exports  to  the  Foreign-Based 
Warehouse.  *  •  • 

68  Nuclear  reactor  pressure  tubes  specially 
designed  or  prepared  to  contain  fuel  ele¬ 
ments  and  the  primary  coolant  in  a  nuclear 
reactor:  and  specially  designed  parts  and 
accessories. 

68  Tubes  specially  designed  or  prepared  for 
use  in  a  nuclear  reactor  and  made  of  zirco¬ 
nium  metal  and  alloys  in  which  the  ratio 
of  hafnium  content  to  zirconium  content 
is  less  than  one  part  to  five  hundred  parts 
by  weight. 

711  Nuclear  reactor  pressure  vessels  specially 
designed  or  prepared  to  contain  the  core 
of  a  nuclear  reactor:  and  specially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

711  Tube  assemblies  specially  designed  or 
prepared  for  tise  in  a  nuclear  reactor  and 
made  of  zirconium  metal  and  alloys  in 
which  the  ratio  of  hafnium  content  to 
zirconium  content  is  less  than  one  part  to 
five  hundred  parts  by  weight. 

711  Nuclear  reactor  control  rods  specially  de¬ 
signed  or  prepared  for  the  control  of  the 
reaction  rate  in  a  nuclear  reactor:  and 
specially  designed  parts  and  accessories. 

•  •  •  •  • 

7192  Nuclear  reactor  primary  coolant  pumps 
specially  designed  or  prepared  for  circulat¬ 
ing  liquid  metal  as  primary  coolant  for 
nuclear  reactors:  and  specially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

7192  Helium  circulators  specially  designed  for 
nuclear  reactors:  and  specially  designed 
parts. 

71980  Nuclear  reactor  fuel  charging  and  dis¬ 
charging  machmes  specially  designed  or 
prepared  for  insertmg  or  removing  fuel  in 
a  nuclear  reactor:  and  specially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

«  ^  • 
Supplement  No.  1 — Commodities  Ex¬ 
cluded  From  Certain  Special  License 
Procedures 

•  *  •  •  • 

68(f3a)  Nuclear  reactor  pressure  tubes  spe¬ 
cially  designed  or  prepared  to  contain  fuel 
elements  and  the  primary  coolant  in  a 
nuclear  reactor:  and  specially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

68(f3b)  (ISc)  Tubes  specially  designed  or 
prepared  for  use  in  a  nuclear  reactor  and 
made  of  zirconium  metal  and  alloys  in 
which  the  ratio  of  hafnium  content  to 
zirconium  content  is  less  than  one  part  to 
five  hundred  parts  by  weight. 

•  •  •  •  * 

711  (2a)  Nuclear  reactor  pressure  vessels  spe¬ 
cially  designed  or  prepared  to  contain  the 
core  of  a  nuclear  reactor:  and  specially  de¬ 
signed  parts  and  accessories. 

711  (2b)  (2c)  Tube  assemblies  specially  de¬ 
signed  or  prepared  for  use  in  a  nuclear 
reactor  and  made  of  zirconium  metal  and 
alloys  in  which  the  ratio  of  hafnium  con¬ 
tent  to  zirconium  content  is  less  than  one 
part  to  five  hundred  parts  by  weight. 

•  •  •  •  • 
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711  (12a)  Nuclear  reactor  ooutrol  rods  spe¬ 
cially  designed  or  prepared  for  tbe  control 
of  the  reaction  rate  In  a  nuclear  react(M7 
and  q;>eclally  designed  parts  and  aooes* 
Borles. 

•  •  •  •  • 

7192(2a)  Nuclear  reactor  prinuiry  coolant 
pumps  q>eclall7  designed  tx  prepared  for 
circulating  liquid  metal  as  primary  coolant 
for  nuclear  reactors;  and  q>ecially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

7192(9)  Helium  circulators  jq>eclally  designed 
for  nuclear  reactors;  and  specially  designed 
parts. 

71980(3a)  Nuclear  reactor  fuel  charging  and 
discha^ng  machines  specially  designed  or 
prepared  for  inserting  or  removing  fuel  In 
a  nuclear  reactor;  and  specially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

0  m  •  9  9 

In  accordance  with  U.S.  adherence  to 
the  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty 
and  consistent  with  n.S.  Non-Prolifera¬ 
tion  policies,  special  assurances  must  be 
obtained  by  the  U.S.  Government  from 
the  consignee  government  or  aiHiropriate 
Intematkmal  organization  before  a  li¬ 
cense  is  Issued  for  export  oi  certain  nu- 
clear-r^ted  commodities  to  a  non-nu- 
clear-weapon  country  not  a  party  to  the 
Treaty. 

The  list  of  nuclear-related  commodi¬ 
ties  subject  to  this  assurance  procedure 
is  set  forth  in  a  new  Supplement  No.  2  to 
Part  378,  and  the  countries  that  are  par¬ 
ties  to  the  Treaty  are  set  forth  in  a  new 
Supplement  No.  3  to  Part  378. 

Effective  date  of  action:  July  21, 1975. 
Accordingly,  Part  378  of  the  Export 
Administration  RegvXations  (15  CFR 
Part  378)  is  amended  as  follows: 

'  2.  The  special  assurances  are  set  forth 
in  a  new  S  378.5  as  follows: 

S  378.5  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation 
Treaty  provisions. 

Consistent  with  its  obligation  under 
the  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty 
(NPT)  and  U.S.  Non-Proliferation  poli¬ 
cies,  the  U.S.  Government  will  not  au¬ 
thorize  the  export  of  the  comoditles 
listed  in  Supplement  No.  2  to  Part  378 
to  non-nuclear  weapon  states  not  party 
to  the  NPT  *  for  peaceful  purposes  imtil 
the  consignee  government  or  appropri¬ 
ate  international  organization  certifies 
in  writing  to  the  U.S.  government  either 
(a)  that  the  export  will  be  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditi(»is  of  an  impropriate 
Agreement  for  (Cooperation  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States;  or  (b) 
that  (1)  the  source  of  special  fissionable 
material  produced,  processed  or  used  in 
any  facility  in  which  the  item  is  used 
^all  not  be  used  for  nuclear  weapons  or 
other  nuclear  explosive  devices;  or  for 
research  on  or  development  of  nuclear 
weapons  or  other  nuclear  explosive  de¬ 
vices,  or  for  any  military  purposes; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  Safeguards,  under  an  agreement 
with  the  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  in  accordance  with  its 
safeguards  system,  will  be  applied  to 
such  source  or  special  fissionable  mate¬ 
rial;  (3)  the  equipment  or  material  to 


^  See  Supplement  No.  3  to  Part  878  for  the 
couutriee  that  are  parties  to  the  NPT. 


be  exported  will  fall  under  a  safeguards 
agreement  with  the  IAEA;  and  (4)  the 
commodities  will  not  be  reexported  to 
any  non-nuclear-weapon  state  not  party 
to  the  NPT  luiless  arrangements  corre¬ 
sponding  to  those  required  hoieby  are 
made  with  the  government  of  the  coun¬ 
try  or  the  international  oi^ranization 
receiving  such  reexport.  Accordingly, 
upon  receipt  in  the  Office  of  Expcut 
Administration  of  an  application  to  ex¬ 
port  a  commodity  listed  in  Suimlement 
No.  2  to  a  non-nuclear-weapon  state  not 
party  to  the  NPT,  the  UB.  Government 
will  initiate  action  to  secure  the  above- 
required  written  certificaU<m  fnxn  the 
appropriate  foreign  authorities.  The  ap¬ 
plications  will  be  held  imtll  such  certi¬ 
fication  is  received. 

3.  A  new  Supplement  No.  2  to  Part  378 
is  established  to  read  as  follows: 

Supplement  No.  2 — Nuclear-Related 
Commodities 

The  oommodities  listed  below  are  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  I  378.5 : 

515(2)  Deuterium  and  ooDq>ouiHls,  mlxttires, 

and  solutions  containing  deuterlrun.  In¬ 
cluding  heavy  water  and  heavy  paraflin,  in 
which  the  ratio  of  deuterium  atoms  to 
hirdrogen  atoms  exceeds  1:  5000  by  num¬ 
ber. 

59(8)  Artificial  graphite  (Including  pyrolyt¬ 
ic),  having  a  boron  content  of  one  part  per 
million  ac  less,  the  total  thermal  neutron 
absorption  cross  section  being  5  milllbarns 
per  atom  or  less. 

68{13a)  Nuclear  reactor  pressure  tubes  spe¬ 
cially  designed  or  prepared  to  contain  fuel 
elements  and  the  primary  coolant  In  a  nu¬ 
clear  reactor,  and  specially  designed  parts 
fmd  accessories. 

68(f3b)  Tubes  specially  designed  or  prepared 
for  use  in  a  nuclear  reactor  and  made  of 
zirconium  metal  and  alloys  containing 
more  than  50  percent  zirconium  by  weight. 
In  which  the  ratio  of  hafnium  content  to 
zicronlxim  content  is  less  than  one  part  to 
five  hundred  parts  by  weight. 

68(12c)  Tubes  specially  designed  or  prepared 
for  use  In  a  nuclear  reactor  and  made  of 
zirconium  metal  and  alloys  containing  50 
percent  or  less  zirconium  by  weight,  In 
which  the  ratio  of  hafnium  ccmtent  to 
zirconium  content  is  less  than  one  part  to 
five  hundred  parts  by  weight, 

711(2a)  Nuclear  reacted  pressure  vessels  spe¬ 
cially  designed  or  prepared  to  contain  the 
core  of  a  nuclear  reactor;  and  specially  de¬ 
signed  parts  and  accessories. 

711(2b)  Tube  assemblies  q>ecially  designed 
or  prepared  tor  use  In  a  nuclear  reactor 
and  made  of  zirconium  metal  and  alloys 
containing  more  than  50  percent  zirconium 
by  weight.  In  which  the  ratio  of  hafnium 
content  to  zirconium  content  Is  less  than 
one  part  to  five  hundred  parts  by  weight. 
711(2c)  Tube  assemblies  specially  designed 
or  prepared  for  use  In  a  nuclear  reactor 
and  made  of  zirconium  metal  and  alloys 
containing  50  percent  or  less  zlrccmlum  by 
weight.  In  which  the  ratio  of  hafnium  con¬ 
tent  to  zirconium  content  is  less  than  one 
part  to  five  hundred  parts  by  weight. 

711(3)  Steam  turbines,  heat  exchangers,  and 
heat-exchanger  type  condensers  [q>ecially 
designed  for  nuclear  reactors;  and  specially 
designed  parts  and  accessories,  n.e.c. 

711  (12a)  Nuclear  reactor  control  rods  spe¬ 
cially  designed  or  prepared  for  tbe  contred 
of  tbe  reaction  rate  in  a  nuclear  reactor; 
and  specially  designed  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories. 


7191(8)  Process  vessels  specially  designed  tor 
chemically  prooeaslng  radioactive  mate¬ 
rial;  and  parts  and  accessories,  n.ex. 

7191(8)  Other  machines  and  equipment, 
nxx.,  specially  designed  for  use  in  proces¬ 
sing  of  Irradiated  nuclear  materials  to 
is<8ate  or  recover  fissionable  materials; 
and  specially  designed  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories,  n.e.c. 

7192(3a)  Nuclear  reactor  primary  coolant 
pumps  specially  designed  or  prepared  feu- 
circulating  liquid  metal  as  primary  coolant 
for  nuclear  reactors;  and  specially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

7192(4)  Pumps  q>ecially  designed  and  fab¬ 
ricated  for  nuclear  reactors  In  accordance 
with  Section  m  of  the  ASMS  Boiler  and 
Pressure  Vessel  Code;  and  specisOly  de¬ 
signed  parts  and  accessories,  n.e.c. 

7192(9)  Helium  circulators  ^>eclally  de¬ 
signed  for  nuclear  reactors;  and  specially 
designed  parts. 

7192(12)  Counter-current  sedvent  extractors 
specially  designed  for  tbe  extraction  of 
i^loactlve  substances  (for  example,  ptdsed 
columns,  mixer-settlers  mafWt  of  stainless 
steel,  and  centrlfxigal  countercurrent  sol¬ 
vent  extractors);  and  specially  designed 
parts. 

7192(14)  Equipment  specially  designed  for 
filtering,  pxirifylng,  separating,  or  treating 
radioactive  Impurities  In  the  co<dant  of 
nuclear  reactors;  and  q>eclally  designed 
parts,  n.e.c. 

71980(3a)  Nuclear  reactCM-  fuel  charging  and 
dlschaivlng  machines  specially  designed  or 
prepared  for  inserting  or  ranovtng  fuel  In 
a  nuclear  reactor;  and  specially  designed 
parts  and  accessories. 

71980(4)  Nuclear  reactor  fuel  chopping,  dis¬ 
assembling,  or  dejacketlng  machines;  and 
specially  designed  parts  and  accessories, 
n.e.e. 

71980(22a)  Nuclear  reactor  fuel  fabrication 
machinery  and  equipment.  n.e.c.:  and  spe¬ 
cially  designed  parts,  and  accessories,  n.e.c. 

7199(2)  Pipe  valves  specially  designed  for 
nuclear  reactors;  and  q>eclally  designed 
parts. 

722(13)  Generators  and  turbine-generator 
sets  ^>eclally  designed  for  use  srlth  nuclear 
reactors;  and  specially  designed  parts  and 
accessOTles,  BX.e. 

7295(14)  Nuclear  radiation  detection  and 
measuring  Instruments  designed  to  meas¬ 
ure  neutron  fiux  In  connection  with  the 
determination  of  the  power  level  of  an  op¬ 
erating  nuclear  reactor. 

7295(29)  Process  control  instruments  spe¬ 
cially  designed  or  modified  for  monitoring 
or  controlling  the  processing  of  irradiated 
fissionable  or  fertile  materials  w  Irradiated 
lithium. 


4.  A  new  Supplement  No.  3  to  Part  378 
is  established  to  read  as  follows: 


Supplement  No.  3 — Countries  That  Are 
Parties  to  the  Nuclear  Non-Prolifera¬ 
tion  Treaty 

The  countries  listed  below  are  participants 
to  the  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty: 


Afghanistan 

Australia 

Austria 

Belgium 

Bolivia 

Botswana 

Bulgaria 

Burundi ' 

Cambodia 

Cameroon 

Canada 

Central  African 
Republic 
(7had 


China,  Republic  of 
Costa  Rica 
Cyprus 

Czechoslovakia 

Dahomey 

Denmark 

Dominican  Republic 

Ecuador 

El  Salvador 

Ethiopia 

FIJI 

Finland 

Gabon 

Gambia 
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Germany,  East 

Nepal 

(Democratic 

Netherlands 

Republic  of 

New  Zealand 

Germany) 

Nicaragua 

Germany,  West 

Nigeria, 

(Federal  Republic 

Federation  of 

of  Germany) 

Norway 

Ghana 

Outer  Mongolia 

Greece 

Paraguay 

Guatemala 

Peru 

Haiti 

Philippines 

Holy  See 

Poland 

Honduras 

Romania 

Hungary 

Rwanda 

Iceland 

San  Marino 

Iran 

Senegal 

Iraq 

Sierra  Leone 

Ireland 

Somalia 

Italy 

Sudan 

Ivory  Coast 

SwazUand 

Jamaica 

Sweden 

Jordan 

Sjrrlan  Arab 

Kenya 

Republic 

Korea,  Republic  of 

ThaUand 

Laos 

Togo 

Lebanon 

Tonga 

Lesotho 

Tunisia 

Liberia 

Union  of  Soviet  So- 

Libya 

clallst  Republics 

Luxembourg 

United  Kingdom 

Malagasy  Republic 

United  States 

Malaysia 

Upper  Volta 

Maldlve  Islands 

Uruguay 

Mall 

Vietnam,  Republic  of 

Malta 

Western  Samoa 

Mauritius 

Yugoslavia 

Mexico 

Zaire 

Morocco 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 

Director, 

Office  of  Export  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.76-19354  Filed  7-24-76;8:45  am( 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 

COMMISSION 

(Docket  C-26771 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Carter  Hawley  Hale  Stores,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-18801  appearing  at  page 
30472  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Mon¬ 
day,  July  21,  1975  make  the  following 
corrections; 

1.  In  the  middle  coliunn,  the  paragraph 
beginning  “It  is  ordered”,  the  14th  line 
down,  the  word  “and”  should  read  “end”; 

2.  In  paragraph  numbered  1  the  last 
word  in  the  paragraph  should  read 
“balance”. 

(Docket  0-2673) 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 

ACTIONS 

Library  Marketing  Services,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-18805  appearing  at  page 
30475  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Monday 
July  21,  1975  make  the  following  correc¬ 
tion: 

On  page  30477,  in  the  middle  column, 
the  5th  complete  paragraph  down,  the 
third  line  from  the  bottom  should  read 


“new  business  or  employment  and  a 
des-”. 

Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  II— INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

PART  201— RULES  OF  GENERAL 
APPLICATION 

Information  Available  to  the  Public  Fee 
Schedule 

On  May  30,  1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  23478)  proiiosing  to 
amend  Title  19,  Part  201  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  to  revise  paragraph 
(a)  of  S  201.20  concerning  the  schedule 
of  fees  for  searches  and  related  services 
rendered  under  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act,  as  amended  (5  U.S.C.  552) .  No¬ 
tice  was  given  that  inquiries,  comments 
or  views  concerning  the  proposed  subpart 
were  to  be  submitted  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
or  before  June  30,  1975.  No  comments 
from  the  public  were  received. 

This  amendment  deletes  paragraph  (a) 
of  §  201.20,  as  promulgated  February  24, 
1975  (40  FR  8328),  and  substitutes 
therefor: 

§  201.20  FceA. 

(a)  Search  for  records.  (1)  The  charge 
will  be  computed  at  the  rate  of  $5.35  per 
hour  for  actual  search  time  spent  by 
agency  personnel  in  salary  grades  GS-2 
through  GS-10  and  at  the  rate  of  $11.65 
per  hour  for  actual  search  time  by  agency 
personnel  in  salary  grades  GS-11  through 
GS-18:  provided,  however,  that  no 
charge  will  be  made  for  any  search  of 
only  one-half  hour  or  less.  (2)  When  no 
specific  fee  has  been  established  for  a 
service  performed  for  a  requester,  other 
than  searches  provided  for  above,  the 
Secretary  is  authorized  to  charge  as  the 
fee  actual  costs  to  the  agency  within  the 
meaning  of  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(4)(A).  An 
example  of  a  service  covered  by  this  lat¬ 
ter  provision  is  when  the  search  involves 
computer  time. 

•  *  *  «  « 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  July  21, 1975. 

(seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-19312  Filed  7-24-76:8:45  am) 

Title  23 — Highways 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

PART  140— REIMBURSEMENT 
Reimbursement  for  Railroad  Work 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-18294  appearing  at  page 
29712,  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  July  15, 
1975,  the  third  line  in  paragraph  1  in  the 
first  column  should  read,  “spectively  and 
a  new  paragraph  (a)  is  added  to  read  as 
follows:”. 


PART  646— RAILROADS 
Railroad-Highway  Projects 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-18295  appearing  at  page 
29712,  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  July  15, 
1975,  the  last  line  of  9  646.220  should 
read,  “lieu  of  “646.260(a)(3).”” 

Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRE¬ 
TARY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

( Docket  No.  N-75-394  J 

PART  82— REAL  ESTATE  SETTLEMENT 
PROCEDURES 

Interpretation  Requiring  Certain  Disclo¬ 
sures  by  Seller;  RESPA  L^al  Opinion  No.  1 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-18862  appearing  on 
page  30480  of  the  Feoiral  Register  of 
Monday,  July  21,  1975  make  the  follow¬ 
ing  corr^ion: 

In  Appendix  A  in  the  first  coliunn, 
in  section  7(a)(3),  the  fifth  word  should 
read  “not”. 


CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

(Docket  No.  Pr-6371 

PART  1914 — AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR 
THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  list  those  communities  wherein  the  sale 
of  flood  insurance  is  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001^128).  • 

Insurance  policies  can  be  obtained 
from  any  licensed  property  insurance 
agent  or  broker  serving  the  eligible  com¬ 
munity,  or  from  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surers  Association  servicing  company  for 
the  state  (addresses  are  published  at  39 
FR  26186-93).  A  list  of  servicing  com¬ 
panies  is  also  available  from  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration  (FIA),  HUD, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  for  acquisition  or  con¬ 
struction  purposes  in  a  fl(x>d  plain  area 
having  special  hazards  within  any  ccun- 
munity  identified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

The  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
Unit^  States,  and  no  such  financial  as¬ 
sistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  insurance,  if  required, 
must  be  purchased. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
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Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  UJS.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

SecUon  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

entries  to  the  table.  In  each  entry,  a  com¬ 
plete  chronology  of  effective  dates  ap¬ 
pears  for  each  listed  commtmlty.  The 
date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  column 
of  the  table  is  provided  in  orcte*  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  effective  date  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the 


area  under  the  emergency  or  the  regular 
flood  Insurance  program.  These  dates 
serve  notice  only  for  the  purposes  of 
granting  relief,  and  not  for  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  sanctions,  within  the  meaning  of 
5  U.S.C.  551.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  List  of  Kligibie  CommuniiieK. 

•  •  *  *  • 


Kffortivp  of  aothorita-  ITacard  area 

State  Couuty  Location  lion  of  sale  of  flood  iiusur-  identifled  Slate  map  repository  Local  map  repository 

anoe  for  area 


AIal>aiua .  Houston _ 

Do .  Rtowali . 

Do . . . Mafgliall _ 

Do .  Randolph... 

Do . .  Blount . 

Arkansas.. . Clay . 

Do _ Ifiasisaippi . . 

Atliona _ _ GUa . 

('olorado . Moflat . 

Do . TeUer . 

Do . Boulder . 

Do _ Mootefiuna. 

Do . .  Dolores . 

Middlesex. 


Do . 

_ do . - 

Do . 

Georgia . 

Do . 

...  Citrus.. . 

...  Duluth  and 
Gwinnett. 

Do . 

Do . 

...  Rabun . 

Do  .  _ 

Do . 

Kansas.  . . 

...  Cloud . 

Ashford,  town  of . July  15,  lilTo,  emergency _ Jnne  2lt,  1U74 

Altoona,  city  of... . do . May  17,11174 

Boat,  city  of . do .  Feb.  14,1975 

Wadley,  town  of.  . . do . May  17, 1974 

Oneonia,  city  of . do . Sept.  13, 1974 

Knobel,  town  of .  . . do . Oct.  25,1974 

Marie,  city  of. . . do . 

Winkeliiian,  town  of . . . do . Jan.  23,1974 

Craig,  city  of . do . .  May  3,1974 

Cripple  Creek,  city  of . do . Sept.  IS,  1974 

Superior,  town  of . . do.. _ _ 

Didores,  town  of . . . . do.. . . . Feb.  7,1975 

Rico,  town  of . do .  Dec.  20,1974 

Durham,  town  of . do . Nov.  29, 1974 

Killiugwortta,  town  of . do . . . 

ITnineorporated  areas . do . . . . . 

Invemees,  cKy  of . do . 

Berkeley  Lake,  city  of . do . 


Stay  3, 1974 


Do . . . .  Leavenworth. 

Do _ Doniphan _ 

Do _ Oaage _ 


rnineorporated  areas . do., 

Hawkinsville,  city  of . _....do_ 

Cnlneorporated  areas . do. . . . 

« iolconda.  city  of _ ..do.. _ Jan.  23, 1974 

Wulaga,  village  of . do . July  7, 1974 

St.  Anthony,  city  of . do . June  28, 1974 

Walkerton,  town  of. . do . Nov.  23, 1973 

Cbelsi^  city  of. . do. . Aug.  16,1974 

FalrfleM,  city  of . do . June  28, 1974 

Clyde,  city  of . . .do... . May  31,1974 

Unincorporated  areas . do . . June  14,1974 

Troy,  of . do. . Feb.  1,5, 1974 

Lyndon,  city  of.. . do. 


Kentucky,... 

.....  Oreenttp . Russell,  city  of... . 

. .do  . 

. Sept.  6,1974  . 

Maine . 

_ do . . 

Tin 

. de. . 

Ffih.  21,1975  _  _ 

Tin 

. do. . 

. Nov.  i;i974  . 

ftainrd 

no 

Do 

. do.. . 

De...  .. 

. do. . 

. Nov.  1,1974  . 

Do 

_  Feh.  21,1975  _ _ 

Do  . 

_  .  Apr.  11,1975  _ _ 

Da 

_ Nov.  1,1974  _ _ 

Do 

da 

_  Dec..  27,1974  _ _ 

De. . 

_ Washington _ 

..  Vanceboio,  town  of. . . 

. Feb.  2i;i976  . 

Do. _ Waldo. 

Do... . do _ 

kUssootl . Atchlaon. 

Do.. . CaiB . 

Do. . . Audrain.. 

Nebtai^ . .  (Joge _ 

New  Jersey. . Salem _ 

Do _ Someiaet. 

Do _ _  Sussex _ 

Do . .  Camden. 


Palenuo,  town  of . . . . .do._ _ _ _ _ 

Fairfax,  city  of- . . do _ _ .May  10,1974 

Garden  City,  city  of . .do. _ _ Mar.  29,1974 

Vandalia,  city  of . do.„ . .• . May  17,1974 

Blue  Springs,  eity  of . . do„„ . . . .  Jan.  9, 1974 

Oldmans,  township  of. . do . Mar.  2, 1974 

Rocky  Hill,  borough  of. . do . June  28, 1974 

Sussex,  borough  of.. . . . do . June  14,1974 

Waterford,  township  of . do... . June  28,1974 


Do. . 

-.  Bergeu . 

_ WoodclirT  iMe,  borough  oi... 

_ do. . 

Do 

TTa 

-.-.do.... . . . 

Do 

_ Keusuigton,  village  of . 

Do 

....do . . . 

North  Can^na.. 

..  Orange . 

. Unincorporated  areas.. . 

_ do. . 

North  Dakota _ 

..  Pembina _ 

_ Crystal,  city  of. . . . 

Apr.  12,  W74 
Dec.  20,1974 


7,1974 


Okloboma _ 

..  Ellis . 

..  Gage,  town  of.... _ 

..  Heglns,  township  oL . 

. do. . 

do, . . 

. Aug.  28,1974 

. Jan.  3, 1975 

Rhode  . 

. . do . 

Do . 

..  OroeleyviUe,  town  of . . 

_  do _ 

_  June  21.1974 

■  Do 

..  McConnlck,  town  of.. _ 

. do._ . 

_ Jmie  7,1974 

Rf-Aley 

. do. . 

..  Cfollln." . 

......do... . 

. Dec.  ^  m4 

..  Addison,  town  of. . 

. do... . 

_ Nov.  22. 1974 

Do 

..  Alborg,  riUage  of _ .... 

......do.... . 

. Dec.  6, 1974 

. Jan.  23, 1974 

Do  . 

..  Delafield,  city  of.......... 

......do.. ....... 

_ Jnne  7.1974 

Do 

..  Ettriek,  village  of.... . 

......do.. . 

_ Nov.  80.1978 

Do  ...  _ 

. .do . 

_ Inna  UC 1974 

Do . 

...  Dane... _ 

..  MaisbaB,  village  of . 

. do . 

. Dec.  17,1978 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  Zni  of  the  Hotislng  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  38.  1989  (81^  VR 
17804,  Nov.  38,  1968) .  as  amended,  42  UH.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretar  y’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Inaurance  Administrator,  84  FR 
2680,  Feb.  37, 1989)  as  amended  39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24, 1974.) 


Issued:  July  8, 1975. 


Fiancis  V.  Rsillt, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


[FR  Doc.75-19080  FUed  7-24-76;8:45  am) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  144 — FRIDAY,  JULY  25,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


31213 


{Docket  No.  FI-638] 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR 

*  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  list  those  communities  wherein  the  sale 
of  flood  insurance  is  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128).  • 

Insurance  policies  can  be  obtained 
from  any  licensed  property  insurance 
agent  or  broker  serving  the  eligible  com¬ 
munity,  or  from  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surers  Association  servicing  company  for 
the  state  (addresses  are  published  at  39 
FR  26186-93).  A  list  of  servicing  com¬ 
panies  is  also  available  from  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration  (FIA),  HUD, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 


1973  reqtilres  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  for  acaulsition  or  con¬ 
struction  piuposes  in  a  flood  plain  area 
having  special  hazards  within  any  com- 
mimity  identifled  by  Uie  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

The  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fled  special  flood  hazard  areas  within 
the  United  States,  and  no  such  financial 
assistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  Insurance,  If  required, 
must  be  purchased. 

The  Federal  Insiirance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  Interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 


public  pi'ocedure  under  5  UJS.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Subchap¬ 
ter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Fedei^  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new 
entries  to  the  table.  In  each  entry,  a  com¬ 
plete  chronology  of  effective  dates  ap¬ 
pears  for  each  listed  community.  The 
date  that  appears  In  the  fourth  column 
of  the  table  is  provided  in  order  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  effective  date  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  sale  of  flood  Insurance  in  the 
area  under  the  emergency  or  the  regular 
flood  Insurance  program.  These  dates 
serve  notice  only  for  the  purposes  of 
granting  relief,  and  not  for  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  sanctions,  within  the  meaning 
of  5  U.S.C.  551.  The  entry. reads  as 
follows: 

§  1914.4  List  of  Eligible  Conimunitirs. 

•  •  •  •  • 


state  County  Location 


.Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  identiflcation 
Local  map  repository  of  areas  which 

have  special 
flood  heards 


• 

• 

• 

•  • 

May  10,1974  _ _ 

Do . 

...  St.  Clair . 

Odenvllle,  town  of . 

May  24, 1974  .3= . . 

. ^ . . 

Oet.  12,  1973  — _ _• 

June  211, 1974  _  .  _ 

Do . 

Culver  City,  city  of . 

. do . 

. do . .3;.= . 

Do . 

. do. . 

July  19,1974  _ 

Connecticut.... 

...  Windham . 

Windham,  town  of . 

.  June  26,  1975,  emergency.... 

Apr.  12, 1974  . .- 

Mar.  1, 1974  rr _ 

Nnv.  23, 1973  -•  .  -  -  - 

Jan.  23,1974  —  .  _r . 

Kansas . 

...  Norton. . . 

Norton,  city  of . 

. do . 

Feb.  15,1974  .3; . 

Do . 

Ang.  16,1974  -- .  _  . 

May  31,1974  . 

Mar.  6,  1974  — i- . 

Do . 

. do . . 

Feh.  1.5,1974  - - _  . 

Do . 

Mis.souri . 

...  St.  Francois . 

El^ns,  city  of . I . '... 

. do . 

Dec.  17,1973  ~ . 

Do . .  Shannon . Winona,  city  of. . do. 

Nebraska . Madison .  Newman  Grove,  city  of . do . . Jan.  S,  1975  _ _ _ 

Now  Jersey... _ Burlington . Maple  Shade,  township  of _ do... . .  Mar.  15,1974.;=^.............. _ 

Do . Warren .  Knowlton,  township  of. . do . . . . .  Aug.  16, 1974  .tt. . . . . 

Now  York.. . Chemung . Van  Ettcn,  village  of . do . ;...  June  14,1974  _ _ _ _ 

Do . t . do . do . do . .  Juno  21,1974  ^;... _ _ _ 

Ohio . Cuyahoga . Bedford,  city  of . do _ _ Feb.  8, 1974  .-. . . . 

Do . do .  Brecksville,  city  of . do . . . do . . . . . 

Do . Tuscarawas . Dennison,  village  of . do . . . . . . Mar,  15, 1974  . 

Do .  Ross . . . Frankfort,  village  of . do . Apr.  12, 1974  . 

Do .  Richland . Ontario,  village  of. . do . . . . . . Apr.  5, 1974  . . . . 

Do . Union .  Rlchwood,  village  of . do .  May  17, 1974  . . 

Pennsylvania.. _ Mercer.. _ _ _ Clark,  borough  of _ do.. _ Dec.  27,1974  ........ _ _ _ 

1)0 . do . .  Coolspring,  township  of . do . . . .  Sept.  20, 1974  ..^.... . 

Do . . . York. .  Fawn  Grove,  borough  of . do _ _ Jan.  3, 1975  ^ . . 

Do . Waslilngton . Finleyville,  borough  of . do _ _ _ _ Nov.  15, 1974  _ _ 

Do . .  Lancaster . . Fulton,  township  of. . . . do _ _ _ i _ Sept.  6,1974  _ _ _ 

Do . .  Schuylkill . North  Union,  township  of.. . do . .  Nov.  15,1974  .^... _ . 

Do . .  Cambria .  Patton,  borough  of . do. . . Feb.  1, 1974  . . . 

Do . ..r...  Potter .  Pike,  township  of . do _ _ Dec.  20,1974  .=r- _ _ _ 

Do . .  Venango .  Rousevllle,  borongh  of _ do _ ;...  Jan.  23, 1974  .3^..; _ v.'i  .v-  - 

Do _ Montgomery _ Schwenksvllle,  borough  of . ..do _ _ _ ..3...  Oct;  25, 1974  _ 

Do . .  Bradford . Troy,  borough  of. . ......do..... . ..s.......  May  10,1974 

Do . .  Butler _ ^ _ Valencia,  borough  of . do . . Nov.  22,1974  ; 

West  Virginia......  Putnam . . Hurricane,  city  of . do _ _ _ Apr.  5,1974  . 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  xni  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1068);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  UH.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR 
2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  as  amended  39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974. 


Issued:  July  3, 1975. 


Francis  V.  Reilly, 

'Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FB  Doc.75-19081  FUed  T-34-76;8;4S  am] 
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[Docket  No.  PI-639] 

PART  1914— AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR 
THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  list  those  communities  wherein  the  sale 
of  flood  insurance  is  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001^128).  • 

Insurance  policies  can  be  obtained 
from  any  licensed  property  insurance 
agent  or  broker  serving  the  eligible  com¬ 
munity,  or  from  the  National  Flood  In- 
siuvrs  Association  servicing  company  for 
the  state  (addresses  are  published  at  39 
FR  26186-93).  A  list  oi  servicing  com¬ 
panies  is  also  available  from  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration  (FIA),  HUD, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 


surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related  fl- 
nancial  assistance  for  acquisition  or  con¬ 
struction  purposes  in  a  flood  plain  area 
having  special  hazards  within  qny  com¬ 
munity  identified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

The  requirement  £q>plies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  and  no  such  financial  as¬ 
sistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  commimities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  insiirance,  if  required, 
must  be  pimchased. 

The  Federal  Insmance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 


Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  ot  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  se¬ 
quence  new  entries  to  the  table.  In  each 
entry,  a  cmnplete  chronology  of  effective 
dates  appears  for  each  listed  community. 
The  date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  col¬ 
umn  of  the  table  is  provided  in  order  to 
designate  the  effective  date  of  the  au¬ 
thorization  of  the  sale  of  flood  insur¬ 
ance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or 
the  regular  flood  insurance  program. 
These  dates  serve  notice  only  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  granting  relief,  and  not  for  the 
application  of  sanctions,  within  the 
meaning  of  5  U.S.C.  551.  The  entry  reads 
as  follows: 

§  1914.4  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 

•  *  •  •  • 


Effective  date  of  authoriza-  Hazard  area 

State  County  Location  tion  of  sale  of  flood  insur-  identified  State  map  repository  Local  map  repository 

ance  for  area 


Aiahama . .  De  Kalb . Fort  Payne,  city  of . July  17, 1975,  emergency . Nov.  1, 1974 

Artauaas.... . .  Drew . Wilmar,  city  of.. . do . 

California . San  Mateo.. . Haif  Moon  Bay,  city  of. . do . Mar.  1,1974 

Do..... . do. . . San  Bruno,  city  of . do . June  7, 1974 

Ctdondo . Weld .  Pierce,  town  of. . do . Nov.  29,1974 

Connectient . New  London _ Voluntown,  town  of. . do . May  31,1974 

Delaware-. . Sussex . Frankford(town  of. . do . Sept.  13,1974 

Florida. . . . Lake .  Frultland  Park,  city  of. . do . . . 

Georgia . Fannin .  McCaysvllle,  city  of. . do .  ..  Mar.  22,1974 

Tiiin^« . Crawford .  Robinson,  city  of. . do . May  81,1974 

iranuM _ _ Sedgwick... . .  Unincorporated  areas . do . Aug.  2,1974 

Kentucky . Clinton . . Albany,  city  of. . . . do . May  10,1974 

Maine _ Piscataquis _  Guilford,  town  of . . . do... . Sept.  6, 1974 

Do . . Cumbenand .  Gray,  town  oL . do . . 

Do... _ Piscataquis.. _  Greenville,  town  of _ do _ Feb.  14,1975 

Dol . do. .  Sangervllle,  town  of . .  .do. .  Feb.  7,1975 

Michigan. . Berrien . Oronoko,  township  of . do . Aug.  2,1974 

Do _ Washtenaw _ Pittsfield,  township  of _ do _ 

mssiaBippi . Madison . Unincorporated  areas . do . . 

New  York . Oneida . Marehall,  town  of. . do . Aug.  2,1974 

Do _ Broome. . .  Nanticoke,  town  of _ do _ _ Apr.  12,1974 

Do . . Nassau . Saddle  Rock,  village  of . do . June  14,1974 

North  Carolina _ Watauga .  Unincorporated  areas . do . Jan.  10,1975 

Ohio _ Crawford _ Gallon,  city  of _ do _ _ Mar.  15,1974 

Sooth  Carolina _ WilllamsbuTi . Stuckey,  town  oL . do . Sept.  6, 1974 

Tennessee . Franklin . EsUll  Springs,  town  of . do .  Feb.  1, 1974 

Tecas _ _  Montague _ Bowie,  city  of _ do _ May  3, 1974 

Do _ Wharton . El  Campo,  city  of. . do . July  7,1974 

Vermont. _ Chittenden _ WiUiston,  town  of _ do - Mar.  15,1974 

Do . . . Bennington .  Readsboro,  town  of . do . May  31,1974 

Wisconsin . .  Dane.. . Madison,  city  of. . do . Mar.  8,1974 

Do.... . Sauk  and  Juneau..  Wisconsin  Dells,  city  of . do . Dec.  17,1978 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  88,  1969  (33  PR 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FB 
2680,  Feb.  27, 1969)  as  amended  39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24, 1974. 


Issued:  July  9, 1975. 


Francis  V.  Reilly, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


[Docket  No.  FI-643] 

PART  1914^REAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR 
THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

•  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  li^ 
certain  communities  wherein  the  sale  of 
flood  insurance  is  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128).  Insurance  policies 
can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed  prop¬ 
erty  insurance  agent  or  broker  serving  the 
eligible  community,  or  from  the  National 
Flood  Insurers  Association  servicing  com¬ 
pany  for  the  state  (addresses  are  pub¬ 


(FR  Doc.75-19082  Piled  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


lished  at  39  FR  26186-93).  A  list  of  servic¬ 
ing  companies  is  also  available  from  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration  (FIA), 
HUD,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20410.  • 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  reqiUres  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  for  acquisition  or  con¬ 
struction  purposes  in  a  flood  plain  area 
having  special  hazards  within  any  com¬ 
munity  identified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Develf^ment. 


The  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  flood  hazard  areas  within 
the  United  States,  and  no  such  financial 
assistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  insurance,  if  required, 
must  be  purchased. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  Interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
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public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

SecUon  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new 
entries  to  the  table.  In  each  entry,  a  com¬ 


plete  chronology  of  effective  dates  ap¬ 
pears  for  each  listed  community.  The 
date  that  appears  in  the  foiirth  column 
of  the  table  is  provided  in  order  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  effective  date  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the 
area  under  the  wnergency  or  the  regular 


flood  Insurance  program.  These  dates 
serve  notice  only  for  the  purposes  of 
granting  relief,  and  not  for  the  aiH>llca- 
tlon  of  sanctions,  within  the  meaning  of 
5  U.S.C.  551.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 
§  1914.4  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 
•  •  •  •  • 


State  map  repository  Local  map  repository 


State 


County 


Location 


4 

Do . 

..  Weld’. . 

(Iporgia . 

..  Liberty . 

Do . 

..  Cook . 

..  Ta*ewcH . 

i)o . 

—  Franklin . 

Do . . 

..  La  Porte . 

Iowa . 

..  Appanoose . 

Do . 

..  Oxford . 

Maryland . 

.,  Calvert . 

..  Essex . 

Do . 

..  Worcester _ 

Do . 

..  Berkshire . 

i>0 . 

. do..,. . 

Do . 

..  Franklin . 

Do . 

..  Middlesex . 

Do . 

J)o  .  . 

Do . 

..  Worcester . 

MIcliigan . 

..  Oakland . 

J>0 . 

..  Berrien . . 

..  Sullivan . 

Nebraska _ 

..  Lancixster . 

Do  ■ _ 

Do . 

..  Grafton . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

..  Montgomery . 

Do . 

. do . 

Do . 

..  St.  Laxvrence, . 

Do . 

..  Orange . 

Do . 

. do . 

Do . 

..  Cattaraugus . 

Do . 

..  Nassau . 

North  Dakota.. 

..  Dickov . 

Ohio  . 

Do . 

..  Cuyahoga . 

Do . 

Do . 

..  Cuyahoga . 

Do . 

..  Wayne . 

Do . 

..  Fulton . 

Oregon . 

..  Yamhill . 

Do . 

Pennsvlvania.. 

..  Butler . 

Do . 

Pouth  Carolina. 

..  Greenwood . 

Texas . 

..  Denton . ,... 

1  >0 . 

..  Montague _ 

..  Terrell . 

Do . 

V'ermont . . 

..  Caledonia . 

Wl.si'onsin . 

..  Rusk _ 

Erie,  city  of. 


Maywood,  village  of . do 


Centerville,  city  of. .. 
IlauKhton,  viliagie  of. 


EfTecUve  date  of  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  sale  of  flood  insur¬ 
ance  for  area 

Hazard  area 
identified 

July  22,  1975,  emergency . 

• 

Nov.  22, 1974  .i:.. 

. do.. . . . 

Feb.  22, 1974  _ 

. do . 

June  28, 1974  .... 

Apr.  4;  1974  -.. 

. do . 

Ja’n.  16, 1974  _ 

. do . 

Feb.  1, 1974  _ 

. do . 

Mar.  8,1974  _ 

Mar.  21, 1975  _ 

Nov.  23, 1973  .— . 

May  31,1974 

. do . 

Mar.  22, 1974  _ 

. do . 

June  28, 1974  _ 

. do . 

Aug.  2, 1974  _ 

. do . 

Jan.  17. 1975  _ 

.do. 


.do . July  26,1974  . 

.do . July  19,1974  . 

.do .  Sept.  20, 1974  . 

.do . June  28, 1974  , 

.do . do . 

.do . do . 

.do .  Sept.  13, 1974  , 

.do . Mar.  8,1974 

.do . do . . 

.do .  Apr.  25, 1975 

.do . May  31, 1974 

.do . May  24,1974 

Koochiching _ Littlefork,  city  of . do . Aug.  2, 1974  . 

Sanborn,  city  of. . do . ..May  10,1974 

Milan,  city  of . do . Mar.  1, 1974  , 

.do . May  10. 1974  . 

.do . Nov.  8,1974 

-do . May  31, 1974 

.do . . . June  28, 1974  . 

.do . Mar.  22, 1974  . 

.do . June  14, 1974  . 

.do . Mar.  8,1974  . 

.do .  Barker,  town  of . do . Feb.  15,1974  . 

.do .  Dec.  13, 1974  . 

.do . Aug.  2,1974  . 

Fort  Johnson,  village  of . do . Mar.  1.5, 1974  . 

.do . May  24, 1974  . 

.do . May  31, 1974  , 

.do . Apr.  6, 1974  . 

.do . Mar.  22. 1974  . 

.do . 

.do . Apr.  12,1974  . 

.do . May  31, 1973  , 

.do . .  June  21, 1974  . 

Oakes,  citv  of . ; . tdo .  Feb.  14,1975  . 

. June  21,1974  . 

Cuyahoga . Independence,  city  of . do .  Feb.  1, 1974  . 

■  ■  ■  ■  .do . May  17,1974. 

.do . May  3,1974  . 

Ivoudonvllle,  village  of . do .  May  31, 1974  , 

Cuyahoga . Maple  Ileights,  city  of . do . Feb.  8, 1974  . 

“  .  •  .  Nov.  15, 1974  . 

. June  7, 1974  . 

Yamhill . . McMinnville,  city  of _ 1 . do . .  Dec.  20,1974  . 

.do .  June  7, 1974  . 

.do . Jan.  17, 1975  . 

.do .  Dec.  7, 1973  . 

.do . June  21,1974  . 

.do . 

.do . May  10,1974  . 

.do .  Aug.  16, 1974  . 

.do .  Feb.  7, 1975  . 

.do . Sept.  20, 1974  . 

Do . Outagamie . Kaukauna,  city  of . do . June  28, 1974  . 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov,  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128:  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR 
2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  as  amended  39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974. 


Issued:  July  14, 1975. 


[Docket  No.  FI-6441 

PART  1914 — AREAS  ELIGIBLE  FOR 
THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

•  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  list 
certain  communities  wherein  the  sale  of 
flood  insurance  is  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 


(FR  Doc.75-19231  FUed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


U.S.C.  4001-4128).  Insurance  policies 
can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed  prop¬ 
erty  insurance  agent  or  broker  serving  the 
eligible  community,  or  from  the  National 
Flood  Insurers  Association  servicing  com¬ 
pany  for  the  state  (addresses  are  pub¬ 
lished  at  39  FR  26186-93).  A  list  of  servic¬ 
ing  companies  is  also  available  from  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration  (FIA), 


Francis  V.  Reilly, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


HUD,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20410.  • 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  for  acquisition  or  con¬ 
struction  purposes  in  a  flood  plain  area 
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having  special  hazards  within  any  com¬ 
munity  identified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

The  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  fiood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  and  no  such  financial  as¬ 
sistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  commimity  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  imder  this  Part  no  such  restriction 
exists,  although  insurance,  if  required, 
must  be  purchased. 


The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  imder  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  1914.4  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new 
entries  to  the  table.  In  each  entry,  a  com¬ 
plete  chronology  of  effective  dates  ap¬ 


pears  for  each  listed  community.  The 
date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  column 
of  the  table  is  provided  in  order  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  effective  date  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  sale  of  fiood  insurance  in  the 
area  under  the  emergency  or  the  regular 
fiood  insurance  program.  These  dates 
serve  notice  only  for  the  purposes  of 
granting  relief,  and  not  for  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  sanctions,  within  the  meaning  of 
5  U.S.C.  551.  The  entry  reads  as  follows; 
§  1914.4  List  of  Eligible  Communities. 
•  •  •  •  * 


Effective  date  of  authoiiEa-  Ifaiard  area 
tion  of  sale  of  flood  insur-  identifled 
ance  for  urea 


State  map  reiwsitory 


Local  map  repository 


...  Mobile . 

_ Cltronelle,  city  of . 

.  July  23, 1975,  emergency... 

..  Jan.  31,1975  . 

Do . 

...  Madison . I 

r...  Madison,  city  of . . 

. . do . . . 

. . do... . . . 

..  Jan.  23,1974  . 

. . do . 

..  Apr.  12;  1974  . 

Dec.  13,1974 

T>n 

. do . 

..  May  10,1974  . 

. do . 

rin 

Wald 

. do . 

..  Nov.  1, 1974  . 

Do 

. do . 

..  June  28i  1974  . 

Do 

. . do . . 

..  May  31,1974  . 

Florida 

_ LeesbuiF,  city  of . 

_ do _ _ .... _ _ 

..  Sept.  13;  1974  . 

. do . 

..  June  18,1974  . 

Illinois 

. do . 

..  Mar.  22,1974  . 

. do . 

..  Mar.  29,1974  . 

Iowa . . 

...  Oceola . 

_ Sibley,  city  of . 

. do . 

..  May  17,1974  . 

Do . 

...  Clayton . 

_ Volga,  town  of . 

. do . 

..  Aug.  30,1974  . 

Kansas . 

....  Cloud . 

_  Ulasco,  city  of _ 

. do . 

..  June  21,1974  . 

Do . . . Johnson . Lake  Quivira,  city  of . do . July  26, 1974  . 

Kentucky _  Union _ Montanfield,  city  of _ do _  May  17, 1974  . 

Maine . Knox . South  Thomaston,  town  of. . do . Nov.  1,1974  . 

Do . -  York . . Alfred,  town  of . do .  Feb.  21,1975 

Do . Waldo .  Brooks,  town  of . do . Mar.  14,1975 


Dn 

TWi 

..  Brooks,  town  of . 

_ do_. . . . . 

no 

..  Cherryfield,  town  of . 

_ do . 

no 

..  Denn^ville,  town  of . 

...do . 

nn 

Da 

Waldo . 

no 

..  York . 

_ do . 

Do  - 

..  Waldo . 

no 

rwt 

no 

..  Southampton,  town  of . 

_ do . . . 

Do . 

..  Worc^ter . 

..  Warren,  town  of . 

_ do _ _ 

no 

...do . 

no 

no 

Minnesota _ 

..  Otter  Tall _ 

...  Elisabeth,  city  of . 

_ do _ .......... 

no 

...  Mounds  View,  city  of . 

_ do . . . 

...  Lee,  town  of . 

...  Butler,  borough  of . 

_ do . 

Do 

..  (Cumberland... 

...  Commercial,  township  of _ 

Do  . . 

no 

...  Millstone,  township  of. . 

no 

Do  . 

New  York . 

..  Warren _ 

...  Bolton,  town  of . 

_ do . . . 

no 

no 

_ do. . - . 

no 

no 

no 

...  East  Syracuse,  village  of . 

Do_. . 

...  Lawrence . 

...  Fine,  town  of _ _ 

_ do . . . . 

Mar.  14,1975 
Feb.  7, 1975 


Sept.  6,1974 


May  17,1974 
July  26, 1974 
. do . 


May  17,1974 
June  21,1974 


Oct.  18,1974 
Sept.  6,1974 
May  10,1974 


Jan.  10,1975 


Do . 

_ Tompkins _ 

...  Ithaca,  town  of . 

...  Lebanon,  town  of . 

. do . 

. do . 

. . . do . 

. May  81, 1974  . 

na 

. Sept.  20;  1974  . 

Do  ^  . 

. June  28, 1974  . 

.  May  24,1974  _ _ 

Do  . 

_ Herkimw . 

...  Polalid,  town  of . 

. do . 

. Mar.  8, 1974  . 

Do.. . 

TWi 

Yates . 

..  Potter,  town  of . . 

..  Scotts^lle,  village  of . 

...do . 

. July  26, 1974 

. Mar.  8,1974 

TVi  . 

..  Theresa,  town  of . . 

...do . 

. Aug.  26, 1974 

TW> 

. May  10, 1974 

TW* 

. Apr.  5,1974 

TV» 

_  Dee.  20.1974 

. Mar.  8,1974 

...do . 

. May  8,1974 

no 

. Feb.  1,1974 

Osage . . 

..  Fairfax,  town  of . 

. Dec.  28,1978 

. Jan.  24,1975 

. Feb.  14,1975 

Do . 

ship  of. 

. Dec.  28,1973 

Do . 

Venango . 

..  Emlcuton,  borough  of . 

...do . 

. Nov.  15, 1974 
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EfTortive  date  of  authorita-  Hazard  area 

Stete  County  Location  tiun  of  sale  o(  Hood  tnsui-  identiiied  Slate  map  rc|)ository  Local  map  repository 

unce  (or  area 


Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

South  Caroiina. 

Do . 

Texas . 

Do . 

Do . 

Do . 

L'tuh . 

Do . 

Vermont . 

Do . 

Virginia . 

Washington.... 
Washington.... 
West  Vinriuia.. 

Wisconsin . 

Wyoming . 

Arkansas . 


Pike . 

Perry . 

Carbon...... 

Centre . 

Lawrence _ 

Wayne . 

Clearfleid.... 

Clarendon... 

Williamsburg. 

Fayette . 

Madison . 

(laira . 

Ata.srosa . 

Weber . 

Summit . 

Orieans _ 

Windham.... 

Scott . 

Stevens . 

Ciailam . 

Ohio . 

Kewaunee.. 

I’ark . 

Poi)e . 


Miiford,  borough  of . 

SaviUe,  township  of . 

Summit  UiU,  borough  of 

Union,  township  of . 

V'oiant,  borough  of . 

Waymart,  borough  of _ 

Wastover,  borough  of _ 

UnincoriKtrated  areas... 

Lane,  town  of . 

I.,a  Orange,  city  of . 

Madison viiie,  city  of. . . . 

Post,  city  of . 

Poteet,  city  of . 

I'leasant  View,  city  of... 

lleiiefer,  town  of . 

Coventry,  town  of . 

Dummerston,  town  of... 

Dutlleid,  town  of . 

Colville,  city  of... _ 

Senuim,  city  of . 

Valley  Orove,  village  of. 
Luxemburg,  village  of... 

Powell,  city  of . 

Iticcsrllville,  city  of . 


_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

....do . 

_ do . 

_ do . . . . . 

....do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do.. . . 

_ do _ _ _ 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . . . 

_ do . 

_ do . . . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do . 

_ do _ _ 

_ do . '. . 

_ do . 

July  17. 1U70,  emergency... 
Dt>cemDer  31,  1970,  regular. 
April  15,  1978,  suspended.. 
July  10,  1975,  reinstated _ 


Apr.  5, 1974 
Jan.  24,1975 
Jan.  17,1975 
Nov.  8,1974 

. do _ 

July  26,1974 
Mar.  8, 1974 


May  17,1974 
.Mar.  22,1974 
May  17,1974 
Apr.  12,1974 
Jan.  23,1974 


Feb.  21, 1975 

_ do . 

Aug.  30,1974 
Mar.  8, 1974 
Dec.  28,1973 


Feb.  1, 1974 
May  10,1974 


July  18,1970 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR 
2680,  Feb.  27,  1969)  as  amended  39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974. 

Issued:  July  15, 1975. 


(Docket  No.  FI-6411 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
the  identification  of  communities  with 
areas  of  special  flood/  or  mudslide/  or 
erosion  hazards  in  accordance  with  Part 
1915  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  as  authorized  Iw  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program  (42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128).  The  identification  of  such  areas  is 
to  provide  guidance  so  that  communities 
may  adopt  appropriate  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment  measures  to  minimize  damage 
caused  by  flood  losses  and  to  guide  future 
construction,  where  practicable,  away  from 
locations  which  are  threatened  by  flood 
hazards.  • 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  on  and  after  March  2,  1974,  as 
a  condition  of  receiving  any  form  of 
Federal  or  Federally  related  financial 
assistance  for  acquisition  or  construc¬ 
tion  purposes  in  an  identified  flood  plain 
area  having  special  flood  hazards  that 
Is  located  within  any  community  cur¬ 
rently  participating  in  the  National 


JPR  Doc.75-19232  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


Flood  Insurance  Program. 

Effective  July  1, 1975,  or  one  year  after 
the  identification  of  the  community  as 
flood  prone,  whichever  is  later,  the  re¬ 
quirement  will  apply  to  all  identified 
special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 
United  States,  so  that,  after  that  date, 
no  such  financial  assistance  can  legally 
be  provided  for  acquisition  and  con¬ 
struction  in  these  areas  unless  the  com¬ 
munity  has  entered  the  program.  The 
prohibition,  however,  does  not  apply  to 
loans  by  a  Federally  regulated,  insured, 
supervised  or  approved  bank  prior  to 
January  1,  1976,  to  finance  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  a  previously  occupied  residential 
dwelling  used  as  the  primary  residence 
of  the  owner. 

Effective  July  1,  1975,  even  though  no 
areas  with  special  flood  hazards  in  the 
community  had  previously  been  identi¬ 
fied,  the  identification  of  special  hazard 
areas  within  the  commimity  makes 
mandatory  the  purchase  of  insurance. 
Therefore,  the  effective  date  of  identi¬ 
fication  shall  be  August  25,  1975,  or  the 
date  which  appears  in  this  notice, 
whichever  is  later. 

This  30  day  period  does  not  supersede 
the  statutory  requirement  that  a  com¬ 
munity.  whether  or  not  participating  in 


J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


the  program,  be  given  the  opportunity 
for  a  period  of  six  months  to  establish 
that  it  is  not  seriously  flood  prone  or 
that  such  flood  hazards  as  may  have 
existed  have  been  corrected  by  flood- 
works  or  other  flood  control  methods. 
Effective  July  1, 1975,  the  six  months  pe¬ 
riod  shall  be  considered  to  begin  Au¬ 
gust  25.  1975,  or  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map,  which¬ 
ever  is  later.  Similarly,  the  one  year  pe¬ 
riod  a  community  has  to  enter  the  pro¬ 
gram  imder  section  201(d)  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  shall  be 
considered  to  begin  August  25.  1975,  or 
the  effective  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map,  whichever  is  later. 

Where  several  dates  appear  in  the  col¬ 
umn  set  forth  below  marked  Effective 
Date  of  Identification,  the  flrst  date  is 
the  date  of  initial  identification,  and 
all  other  dates  represent  modification  by 
additions  or  deletions  to  identified  areas 
with  special  hazards. 

Accordingly.  S  1915.3  is  amended  by 
adding  In  alphabetical  sequence  a  new 
entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as 
follows; 

§  1915.3  List  of  communities  with  spe< 

cial  hazard  areas. 

•  •  •  •  • 


F.ffective  date  of  authorica-  Hazard  araa 

State  County  Location  tion  of  sale  of  flood  Insur-  identified  State  map  repository  Local  map  repository 

ande  for  area 


Florida . Lake. 


Tavares,  city  of...  H  120138A  01  Department  of  Community  Affairs,  City  Administrator,  Boz  1246,  Ta-  Aug.  2,1074: 

through  2571  ExecuUve  Center  Circle  East,  vares,  Fla.  82778.  Sept.  12, 1075: 

H  I20138A  02.  Howard  Bldg.,  Tallahassee,  Fla. 

32801. 

State  of  Florida  Insurance  Depart* 
ment.  Treasurer’s  Office,  The 
Capitol,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  32304. 

J# 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  144 — FRIDAY,  JULY  25,  1975 


31218 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Kffectlvp  dat«‘  o(  Mitltotixit-  Ilauiid  aroa 

State  County  Location  tion  of  sale  of  flood  iiiMii-  iilciitilicd  State  map ''•‘Po.sitory  Local  inai>  n>|>ositoiy 

once  for  area 


Idaho . Boise. 


norsetslux' Bend,  11  160172  ol... 
city  of. 


IlUnols . Cook . 


Indiana .  I.«poii4' . 


(ilenvh'W, 
village  ot. 


II  ITOUtitiA  01 
1hrou|!li 
11  ITOOlni.t  a7. 


City  rwk,  P.O.  B«i  246,  Horswdiof'  Sept.  12, 197.'). 
Bend,  Idaho  S3629. 


June  28,  1974. 
B«|*t.  12,  197.-). 


MiiJiigan  City,  H  180147 01 
cltvof.  through 

II  181*147 .4  (•!*, 


Iowa . . Buchanan _  Litniont,  city  of  ..  11  l‘«i33I  ut 


Do . 

TWi 

......  Howard . 

...  I’lotivin,  city  of. . 

.  H  I'.xm.i  III 

.  H  1'.H1552  01  ... 

. 

do... 

.... 

-  - 

rw> 

.  H  1905.5.5  111 

-Uo.. 

Do . 

_ Tama . 

.  Toledo,  cily  of... 

thnwigli 

H  1!8)5.55  IM. 

.  11  PI0667  01 

do 

Do . 

. Decatiii .  . 

(iai'ileii  Grove, 

through 

11  190667  02. 

11  I9073I  01  . 

-do  .. 

Kan.sns . 

. Cowley  and 

town  of. 

Geii'Ia  Springs. 

H  -HOI  14  01 

Divisitm 

of 

Water  He.souris-s,  State 

Sumner. 

city  ot. 

Bfwd 

of 

Agriculture,  Tu{M-ka, 

Depaitruoiit  of  Water  Administration, 

State  llous<>.  Annex  2,  Boise,  Idaho 
83707. 

Idaho  Depatlmenl  of  Insuranee, 

Uoom  206,  SiatelM)u.s«‘,  Boise  Idaho 
83707. 

(iov«riM>r’s  Task  Force  on  Flood  Mayor,  2ViS  tirfs-nville  1>t.,  Olcii* 
t'ontrol,  8»8)  North  Stale  SI.,  Boom  view.  III,  00025. 

1010,  r.O.  Box  47.>,  Chicugo,  HI. 

60610. 

Illinois  Insurance  IViwtrlmenf ,  .’>2.5 
West  JetTerson  81.,  Springtield,  Ill. 

62702. 

Division  of  Water,  l>e|>artinent  of  .Mayor,  «'i23  Warren  Bldg.,  Michigan 
Natural  Kesourc*-s,  60K  Stale  01lk<c  t'ity,  Ind.  46360. 

Bldg..  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

Indiana  Insurance  Deptulmeiil,  .509 
State  Oflii-e  Bldg.,  Indianafiulis, 

Ind.  46J(H. 

Iowa  Natural  Resouns's  t'oiiiM-il, 

James  W.  <irim<‘s  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  .50319. 

Iowa  Insurance  l>«|)artmcnl,  laieas 
State  Olhee  Bldg.,  I)«“s  .Moine.s, 

Iowa  .50319. 

Mayor.  P.O.  Box  1(18,  I’ltilivin,  Iowa  Do. 
.52163. 

Mayor,  I’.O.  Box  378,  Baxter,  Iowa  Do. 
56028. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  923  8th  St.,  Boone,  Do. 
Iowa  .50^. 

.  Major,  City  Mall,  Toledo,  Iowa  .52342.  Do. 


July  19,  1974. 
S*‘pt.  12,  1975. 


City  Clerk,  city  of  Lamont,  Lamont,  .Sept.  12,  19T5. 
Iowa  50650. 


Department,  l.st 
ToiM>ka,  Kans. 


Do . .  I>«-atur . 

Do .  Earlier . . 

Do . —  Wallac-e . 

Louisiana . Jai-kson  Parish. 


Maryland . Kent 


Xoi'catnr,  <  ily  of  .  11  20m41  01. 
Kiowa,  city  of...  11  200513  01. 


Sltaron  Springs. 

city  of. 
Jonesboro, 
ton  n  ol. 


K<Hk  Halt, 
low  n  ot. 


11  200529  01. 

11  2202.52  01 
ihrougli 
II  2202.52  If. 


11  24tl048A  Ol 
through 
11  24«»H8A  02. 


Michigan . Moniw . .  Ma.  ti 


rnsliipof  .  H  260147  A  01 
l.hitMigh 

11  200147A  II. 


Kans.  6661'. 
Kansa.s  liisuninee 
Floor  Stal<‘hou.si- 
66612. 

_ do . 


do . 

. do .  . . 

Stat<‘  Defiartment  of  1‘iilitii'  Works, 
P.U.  Box  441.5.5,  Ca|>ilol  Station, 
Baton  Rouge,  La.  70Mlt. 

Diuisiaiui  Insuranee  DeiMrtnii'Ul,  Box 
44214,  Capitol  Station.  Baton 
Koug«‘,  La.  70801. 

Department  of  Natural  Resoiiree.s. 
Water  Kefsmire<-s  Divisiou.  Stale 
Dflice  Bldg.,  Auuaiioiis,  Md.  214«ll. 
Maryland  Insuranee  Department,  Sot 
West  Piwston  St.,  BaltiiiK>n>,  Md. 
21201. 

Wat<‘r  Kesounx-s  Commission,  Buiean 
of  Water  Management,  Stevens  T. 
Mason  Bldg.,  Lansing,  .Mich.  4il!r2l>. 
.Michigan  Insuranee  Buixxiu,  HI  Nortli 
.Mosmer  St.,  Lansing,  Mirh.  18918. 


Do . 

Do  . 

LapisT . 

...  IiiHay,  t*iiy  of 

H  260337  01 
tliruugli 
n  260337  02. 

11  26(838  U1 

_ do . . 

Do . 

Lenawis) . 

village  of. 

_  Bhsxfield.  villarc 

through 

H  26(888  (f. 

H  3«J839  01 

.  .  ilo . . .  - 

Do . 

Newaygo . 

of. 

_  N'rwax-ro,  fitv  of-. 

through 

H  2finS3<(  02. 

.  B  26(840  01 

...  do.  . . . ..... -  - 

Do . 

Eaton . 

_ Eaton  Rapids, 

tbroagh 

n  2ri(1340  (8. 

11  26(891  01 

Do . 

townslilp  of. 

through 

n  260391  12. 

II  260427  01 

..  .do  ... 

no  - -  - 

ship  of. 

through 
n  260427  12. 

H  200438  01 

|llnnanntt...T.:. 

Isanti . 

of. 

_ Htr 

tliroogli 
n  260438  02. 

H  27W98A  01 

Division  of  Waters.  Soils  and  Minerals, 

Da-c  --  - 

of. 

tbroagh 
n  270198A  02. 

11  270640  01 

Department  of  Nartiral  Resoun-es, 
Centennial  Oiliue  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55101. 

Minnesota  Division  of  Insurance,  R- 
210  State  Office  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  65101. 

,  Sherburne . 

_ Clear  Lake, 

ihroogb 

H  270640  35. 

11  270664A  01... 

city  of. 

Mayor,  Fast  Main  St.,  Oaixlen  Grove,  Do. 
Iowa  .50103. 

Mayor,  Cily  Hall,  Geuda  Springs,  Do. 
Kans.  67051. 


Mayor,  t'Uv  Hall,  Norcatui',  Kaus.  Do. 
67653. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Kiowa,  Kans.  Do. 

67070. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  490,  Sharon  Springs,  Do. 
Kans.  679.58. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Joneslioro,  I.a.  Do. 

71251. 


Mnvur,  Town  olliix',  Hoek  Hall,  Md.  July  26.  1974. 
2i«6l. 


Tow'iiship  Sn|wi  visor,  la'wis  Ave.,  June  21, 1974. 
Ida.  5'ieh.  48140.  Sept.  12,  1975. 


Mayor,  Inilay  City,  400 ‘East  Tliird  Sept.  12,  197.5. 
St.  Imlay  City,  Mich.  48444. 

Village  President.  Village  of  North  Do. 
Branch,  4018  Huron  St.,  North 
Branch,  Midi.  48461. 

Village  President,  VIHage  of  Bllssfleld,  Do. 

117  West  Adiibui  St.,  Bliaafleld. 

Mieh.  49'2'28. 

Mayor,  City  of  Newaygo,  29  West  Do. 

Slat*-  Rd.,  NewayfO,  Mich.  49937. 

Sn|)ervisor,  Township  of  Eaton  Do. 

Kaiiids,  Township  Hall,  Eaton 
Rapids,  Mieh.  48^. 

Towigsliip  Supervisor,  Townslilp  Do. 

Baard,  P.O.  Box  14,  Comstock, 

Mich.  49041. 

Mavor,  Village  Hall,  Deerfield,  Mieh.  Do. 

49JI8. 

Mavor,  139  E.ist  1st  St.,  Camhridge,  May  T7,  1974. 
.5finn.  ,550(N.  Sept.  12,  1975. 


/.oiling  .Adiuliiititratur,  Stevieus  Sept.  12,  1975. 
County  Board  of  Commissioners, 

County  of  Stevens,  Stevens  County 
I  'ourlhou.se,  Morris,  Minn.,  56267. 

Mavor,  Mayor's  Ofliee,  Clear  Lake,  Jan.  3, 1975. 
.\iiiiii.  .55319. 
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Effective  dnte  of  authorita-  Hazard  area 

State  Coanty  Location  tion  of  sale  of  flood  Insur-  identified  State  map  repodtory  Local  map  repository 

ande  for  area 


Noliraska....-*..  Taylor. 


Do . 

...  Brown _ 

Do . 

...  Fillmore.. 

Do . . 

New  York..., 

...  Oswego... 

Oklahoma . Major. 


Pennsylvania...  Elk. 


Texas . Bell  and 

Williamson. 

Do . Wood . 

Do . do . 

Do . Grayson . 

Utah . Wasliinglon.. 


Vermont . Wind.sor . 


Virginia .  Loudoun. 


West  N'iiginia _ Uulcigh 


Alexandria,  H  310243  Oi 

village  of. 


Ainsworth,  city  of.  H  310333  01 
througli 
H  310338  04. 

Fairmont,  H  310307  01... 

village  of. 

Mluden,  city  of _ H  310380  01... 

Oswego,  city  of. ..  H  360657 A* 01 
through 
H  3G0657A  06. 


Cleo  Springs,  II  400280  01 
town  of. 


Ridgway,  town-  H  42044.5  01 
ship  of.  through 

II  42044.5  (16 


Baitlelt,  city  of...  II  4807(17  01 


Hawkins,  city  of...  II  481056  01. 

Quitman,  city  of _ H  481057  01. 

Southmayd,  H  481163  01 

town  of.  througli 

II  481163  04. 

Ivins,  town  of _ H  49173  01 

through 

.  11  49173  02. 


Springfield,  H  .5001.54  01 

town  of  through 

11  50U1&4  22. 


Lccslnirg,  town  of.  II  .5t009tA  01 
tlirough 
H  510091A  08. 


Bccklcy,  city  of...  H  540170A  01 
through 
H  640170A  06. 


Nebraska  Natural  Resources,  Cora- 
mixdon.  Terminal  Bldg.,  7th  Floor, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68^. 

Nebraska  Insurance  Department,  1335 
L  St.,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  685(X». 

. (lo . 


_ do . 

_ do . 

New  York  State  Department  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Conservation,  Division 
of  Resources  Management  Services, 
Bureau  of  Water  Management, 
Albany,  N.Y.  12201. 

New  York  State  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  2  World  Trade  Center, 
Albany,  N.Y.  10047. 

Oklahoma  Water  Resources  Board, 
2241  Northwest  40th  St.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73112. 

Oklahoma  Insurance  Department, 
Room  408,  Will  Rogers  Memorial 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105. 
Department  of  Community  Affairs, 
('ommunwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17120. 

Pennsylvania  Insurance  Department, 
106  Finance  Bldg.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
1712a 

Texas  Water  Development  Board, 
P.O.  Box  13067,  Capitol  Station, 
Austin,  Tex.  78711. 

Texas  Insurance  Department,  1110 
Sun  Jacinto  St.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701. 
. do . 

. do. . . 

_ do . 


Chairman,  Village  of  Alexandria,  Sept.  12, 1975. 
Nebr.  68303. 


Mayor,  141  North  Main  St.,  Ains-  Do. 
worth,  Nebr.  69210. 

Mayor,  Village  Hall,  Fairmont,  Nebr.  Do. 

68354. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  239,  Mlnden,  Nebr.  Do. 

68959. 

Mayor,  t’lty  Hall,  Oswego,  N.Y.  13126..  May  10, 1974. 

Sept.  12,  1975. 


President,  Town  Hall,  Cleo  Springs,  Sept.  12,  1975. 
Okla.  73729. 


Secretary,  Township  of  Ridgway,  Do. 
Municipal  Bldg.,  Ridgway  Dr., 

Rhlgway,  Pa.  158.53. 


Mayor,  140  We.sl  Clark  St.,  Bartlett,  Do. 
Tex.  76511. 


Sr'cretarv,  P.O.  Drawer  329,  Hawkins,  Do. 

Tex.  75765. 

Mayor,  213  Bermuda  St.,  Quitman,  Do. 

Tex.  7.5783. 

Mayor,  General  Delivery,  .Southmayd,  Do. 

Tex.  76268. 


Utah  Department  of  Natural  Re-  Town  President,  Town  Hall,  Ivins,  Do. 
sources.  Division  of  Water  Re-  Utali  84738. 

sources.  State  Capitol  Bldg.,  Room 
435,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84114. 

Utah  Insurance  Department,  115 
State  Capitol,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84114. 

Management  and  Engineering  Divi-  Town  Manager,  Town  Hall,  Siwing-  Feb.  22,  1974. 
Sion,  Water  Resources  Department,  field,  51.65156.  Sept.  12,  1975. 

State  Oflice  Bldg.,  Montpelier, 

Vt.  05602. 

Vermont  Insurance  Department, 

State  Office  Bldg.,  Montpelier,  Vt. 

05602. 

Bureau  of  Water  Control  Manage-  Acting  Town  Manager,  Box  88,  lices-  Aug.  30, 1974. 

ment.  State  Water  Control  Board,  burg,  \  a.  22075.  Sept.  12,  1975. 

P.O.  Box  11143,  Richmond,  Va. 

23230. 

t’ireinia  Insurance  Department,  700 
Blanton  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  1157,  Ricli- 
mond,  Va. 

Flood  Insurance  Department,  Office  Mayor,  Drawer  AJ,  Beckley,  W.  \’a.  June  7,  1974. 

of  Federal-State  Relations,  Divi-  25801.  Sept.  12,  1975. 

slon  of  Planning  and  Development, 

Capitol  Bldg.,  Room  150,  Cfharles- 
ton,  W.  Va.  2.5305. 

Mr.  Donald  W.  Brown,  Insurance 
Commlsdoner,  Bldg.  No.  3,  Room 
643,  1800  Washington  St.,  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.  25305. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24, 1969),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority 
to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 

Issued;  July  3, 1975. 


Francis  V.  Reilly, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.75-19086  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 
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(Docket  No.  Fl-640| 

PART  1915 — IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
the  identification  of  communities  with 
areas  of  special  flood/  or  mudslide/  or 
erosion  hazards  in  accordance  with  Part 
1915  of  Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  as  authorized  by  the  National 
F1<^  Insurance  Program  (42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128).  The  identification  of  such  areas  is 
to  provide  guidance  so  that  communities 
may  adopt  appropriate  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment  measures  to  minimize  damage 
caused  by  flood  losses  and  to  guide  future 
construction,  where  practicable,  away  from 
locations  which  are  threatened  by  flood 
hazards.  • 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  In¬ 
surance  on  and  after  March  2, 1974,  as  a 
condition  of  receiving  any  form  of  Fed¬ 
eral  or  Federally  related  financial  assist¬ 
ance  for  acquisition  or  construction  pur¬ 
poses  in  an  identified  flood  plain  area 
having  special  flood  hazards  that  is 
located  within  any  community  currently 


participating  in  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Program. 

Effective  July  1, 1975,  or  one  year  after 
the  identification  of  the  commimity  as 
fiood  prone,  whichever  is  later,  the  re¬ 
quirement  will  apply  to  all  identified  spe¬ 
cial  fiood  hazard  areas  within  the  United 
States,  so  that,  after  that  date,  no  such 
financial  assistance  can  legally  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  acquisition  and  construction  in 
these  areas  imless  the  community  has 
entered  the  program.  The  prohibition, 
however,  does  not  apply  to  loans  by  a 
Federally  regulated,  insured,  supervised 
or  approved  bank  prior  to  January  1, 
1976,  to  finance  the  acquisition  of  a  pre¬ 
viously  occupied  residential  dwelling 
used  as  the  primary  residence  of  the 
owner. 

Effective  July  1,  1975,  even  though  no 
areas  with  special  fiood  hazards  in  the 
cmnmunity  had  previously  been  identi¬ 
fied,  the  identification  of  special  hazard 
areas  within  the  community  makes 
mandatory  the  purchase  of  insurance. 
Therefore,  the  effective  date  of  identi¬ 
fication  shall  be  August  25,  1975,  or  the 
date  which  appears  in  this  notice,  which¬ 
ever  is  later. 

This  30  day  period  does  not  supersede 
the  statutory  requirement  that  a  com¬ 


munity,  whether  or  not  participating  in 
the  program,  be  given  the  opportunity  for 
a  period  of  six  months  to  establish  that 
it  is  not  seriously  fiood  prone  or  that 
such  fiood  hazards  as  may  have  existed 
have  been  corrected  by  fioodworks  or 
other  fiood  control  methods.  Effective 
July  1,  1975,  the  six  months  period  shall 
be  considered  to  begin  August  24,  1975, 
or  the  effective  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map,  whichever  is  later.  Simi¬ 
larly,  the  one  year  period  a  commimity 
has  to  enter  the  program  under  section 
201(d)  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection 
Act  of  1973  shall  be  considered  to  begin 
30  days  August  24,  1975,  or  the  effective 
date  of  the  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map, 
whichever  is  later. 

Where  several  dates  appear  in  the 
column  set  forth  below  marked  Effective 
Date  of  Identification,  the  first  date  is  the 
date  of  initial  identification,  and  all  other 
dates  represent  modification  by  additions 
or  deletions  to  identified  areas  with  spe¬ 
cial  hazards. 

Accordingly,  S  1915.3  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new 
entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as 
follows: 

§  1915.3  List  of  communities  Kith  spe¬ 
cial  hazard  areas. 

*  •  •  •  • 


Bute  County  Location  Map  No.  Slate  map  rriiosiioo' 


Effeetfye  date 
of  identlflcatioii 
Local  map  repository  of  areaa  wUrh 

have  special 
flood  basards 


Aiisona . Maricopa .  Tempe,  city  of _ H  M0064A  01 

through 
H  0(00614  IS. 


Ck>lorado... . Weld .  Dacono,  toan  ol..  II  000296  01 


Florida. 


Palm  Beach. 


Pahokw,  city  of...  H  120219  01 
ttmiazh 
H  120219  04. 


Do..:..-.. . do.... 

Do..:;:.....  Polk . 

Da...:::::.:.  Vriusla... 
Do..::™...  Okalooea. 
Idaho . .■ . Franklin. 


Palm  Beach, 
town  oL 

Haines  Oty, 
tiijoL 

South  Daytona, 
city  of. 


H  120220A  01 
through 
H  1202204  05. 

H  laooeeA  oi 

through 
H  120266A  03. 
H  12aU4A  01 
through 
H  120814.4  02 
H  120898  01 
through 
H  120338  03 
H  160137  01... 


Nlcevllle,  town  of. 
Franklin,  city  of.. 


Do..-.;:..™  Valley. 


Illinois . ::::  DuPage. 


McCall,  city  of....  H  160175  01 
through 
H  100175  03 

Oak  Brook,  H  ITOOIAA  01 

village  of.  through 

H  1702I4A  06 


Iowa . Jasper . . Mingo,  town  of....  11  190166  01 


Do . 

_ Clay . 

Do  . 

-  H  190487  m  -r 

Do _ 

Do. . 

_ Cli^e . 

..  Mwayl  town  of 

..  H  100625  01... 

.Arisoiuk  State  Land  Department,  1624 
West  Adams,  Room  400,  Phoenii, 
Arts.  86007. 

Arisona  Department  of  Insurance, 
P.O.  Box  7098,  718  Weet  Qlenroea, 
Phoenix,  AiU.  85011. 

Colorado  Water  Conservation  Board, 
Room  102,  1845  Sherman  St.,  Den¬ 
ver,  C<do.  80208. 

Colorado  Division  of  Insurance,  106 
State  Office  Bldg.,  Denver,  Cktlo. 
06203. 

Department  of  Conununlty  Affairs, 
2671  Ex.  Center  Circle  E.,  Howard 
Bldg.,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  92301. 

State  of  Florida  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  Treasurer’s  Office,  The  Capi¬ 
tol,  Tallahaseee,  Fla.  12904. 

_ do . — 


•do. 


do. 


.do. 


Department  of  Water  Administration, 
State  House,  Aimex  2,  BcHse,  Idalio 
83707. 

Idaho  Department  of  Insurance, 
Room  206,  Statehouse,  Boise,  Idaho 
83707. 

. do . 


Public  Works  Director,  P.O.  Box  5002, 
Tempe,  Arts.  86281. 


Mavor,  P.O.  Box  186,  Dacono,  Colo. 
80614. 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  P.O.  Box  V,  Po- 
hokee,  Fla.  83476. 


Town  Manager,  P.O.  Box  3029,  Palm 
Beach,  Fla.  38480. 

City  Manager,  City  Hall,  Haines  C!lty, 
Fla.  83844. 

Mayor,  (71ty  of  South  Daytona,  P.O. 
^  Box  4220,  South  Daytona,  Fla.  82021. 

Mayev.  City  Had,  NieevUM,  Fla. 
32678. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  116,  Franklin,  Idaho 
88237. 


Mayor,  P.O.  Box  M,  McCall,  Idalio 
88638. 


Governor's  Task  Force  on  Flood  Con-  Village  Engineer,  1200  Oak  Brook  Rd., 
trol,  300  Nwth  SUte  St.,  Room  1010,  Ou  Brook,  HI.  60621. 

P.O.  Box  476,  Chicago,  Dl.  60610. 

Illinois  Insurance  Depiutment,  525 
West  Jefferson  St.,  Springfield,  DL 
62702. 

Iowa  Natural  Resources  Council,  Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Mingo,  Iowa  50168. 
James  W.  Qrimes  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 

Iowa  50819. 

Iowa  Insurance  Department,  Lucas 
SUte  Office  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 

Iowa  50819.  „ «  T 

do  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  130,  Dickens,  Iowa 

.  61383. 

do  .  - . Mayor,  Town  Hall.  Rolfe,  Iowa  50681. 

. do .  . -X  Clerk,  City  Hall,  Agency,  Iowa  62530. 

. do'"  . Clerk,  P.O.  Box  84,  Murray,  Iowa 

.  60174. 


June  28, 1074. 
Sept.  6, 1076. 


Sept.  5, 1075. 


Do. 


Sept.  18,  1074. 
Sept.  6, 1076. 

Sept.  5,  1076. 
June  7, 1074. 

June  28,  1074. 
Sept.  6,  1076. 

Sept.  6, 1075. 


Do. 


Do. 


Aug.  16, 1074. 
Sept.  6, 1076. 


Sept.  5, 1075. 


Da 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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State 

County 

Loeation 

Do . 

Do . 

....  Polk.' . 

_ Winneslilek _ 

...  Bondurant,  city 
oL 

...  Castalia,  town  of. 

Do . 

_ Tama . 

...  Montour,  city  of .  . 

...  Humboldt,  citv 

of. 

Do . 

. . 

...  Kussdl,  dl>  of _ 

Do . 

_ Waslilngton _ 

...  Linn,  city  of . 

Do . 

Mkbigen . 

_ Sedgwick . 

_  Eaton . 

...  Clearwater,  city 
of. 

...  Eaton  Rapjils, 
city  of. 

Do . 

_ Inghaiii . 

...  Leslie,  city  of . 

Do . 

_ Ottawa . 

...  lludsonvUle,  city 
of. 

Do . 

_ Van  Buron . 

...  Columbia, 

township  of. 

Missouri . 

_  St.  Loui.i . 

. . .  Florissant,  city  of. 

Nebraska.... 

_  Saunders . 

...  Mead,  village  of... 

Do . 

....  Cheyenne . . 

...  Potter,  village  of.. 

Do . 

_  Gosper . . 

...  Elwood,  village  of. 

Map  No.  State  map  reixwitory 


H  190707  01 . do . 

II  190713  01 . do . 

n  190782  01 . do . 

H  iXtonoJA  01 .  Division  of  Water  Resources,  State 

Board  of  Agriculture,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66012. 

Kansas  Insurance  Department,  1st 
Floor  Statehouse,  Toix-ka,  Kans, 
60012. 

II  20031SB  01  . do . . •- . 

through 
II  20031&U  02 

11  200131  01 . do.  ..  . 

11  200182  01 . -.do . . 

)l  26()067A  01 . Water  Reaoun-es  Com mis.slon.  Bureau 


of  Water  Management,  Stevens  T. 
klasoii  Bldg.,  Lansing,  Mich.  48920. 
Michigan  Insurance  Bureau,  111 
North  Mosmer  St.,  Laiwlng,  Jfich. 
48913. 


11  20<*)!U.\  01 . do .  .  . 

n  260110  01  .  .do . 

tlirough 
II  260493  02 

H  260531  01  ...  -do. _  _ 

through 
M  26a'>31  11. 

U  290352A  01  Wat.er  Kesourc(^s  Board,  P.O.  Box 
through  271,  JelTersou  City,  Mu.  65101. 

H  290352A  07. 

Division  of  Insurance,  P.O.  Box  6'.t0, 

,  Jellerson  City,  Mo.  05101. 

11  3)0301  01 . Neliraska  Natiual  Resources  Com- 

tnission,  P.O.  Box  94725,  State 
.iion.se  Station,  Lincoin,  Nehr. 
68,509. 

Nebraska  Insurance  Department,  1335 
L.  St.,  Lincoht,  Nebr.  68509. 

11  310311  01 . do . 

H  310365  01 . do . 


New  Mexico . Torrance. 


New  York .  Greene, 


Nortli  Dakota...  McHenry.. 

Ohio .  Marlon . 

Do . Fulton . 

South  Carolina..  Beaufort... 

Do . Horry . 

South  Dakota...  klinnehaha. 

Do..:..- . Bonhomme. 


Willard,  village  of.  H  350109  01 


Hunter,  tuwn  of...  II  360292  01 
through 
H  3602ir2  12. 


Balfour,  city  of _  11  38004.5  01... 


Marion,  city  of _ H  390376  01 

through 
H  390376  06. 


Archbold,  village  U  390603  01 
of.  tlirough 

H  390603  02. 

Beaufort,  city  of. .  H  45UQ26A  01 
through 
H  450026A  06. 


North  Myrtle  H  450110A  01 
Beach,  town  of.  through 

H  4S0n0A  04. 
Humboldt,  town  H  460118  01... 
of. 


Scotland,  city  of..  H  460213  01. 


State  Engineer's  Ofllee,  Bataan 
Memorial  Bldg.,  Santa  Fe,  N. 
Mex.  87501. 

New  Mexico  Department  of  Insurance, 
P.O.  Box  1269,  .Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex. 
87501. 

New  York  State  Department  of  En- 
viroiunental  Conservation,  Division 
of  Resources  Management  Services, 
Alltany,  N.Y.  122U1. 

New  York  State  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  123  William  St.,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10088. 

State  Water  Commission,  State  Office 
Bldg.,  600  East  Blvd.,  Bismarck, 
N.  Dak.  58501. 

North  Dakota  insurance  Department, 
State  Caidtol,  Bismarck,  N.  Dak. 
.58501. 

Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sounds,  Fountain  Sq.,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43224. 

Director  of  Insurance,  State  of  Ohio 
Department  of  Insurance,  115  East 
Rich  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  4K1.5. 

. do . 


South  Carolina  Water  Resources  Com¬ 
mission,  P.O.  Box  4515,  Columbia, 
S.C.  29240. 

South  Carolina  Insurance  Depart¬ 
ment,  2711  Middleburg,  8t.,  Colum¬ 
bia.  S.C.  29204. 

_ do . . 


South  Dakota  Plaiiniiig  Agency,  State 
Capitol  Bldg.,  Pierre,  S.  Dak.  57501. 
South  Dakota  Department  of  Insur¬ 
ance  Dept.,  Pierre,  8.  Dak.  57601. 
_ do . . 


Texas. ....r _ _  Hidalgo . Alamo,  city  of . H  480335A  01 . Texas  Water  Development  Board, 

P.O.  Box  13087,  Capitol  Stotiou, 
Austin,  Tex.  78711. 

Texas  Insnnuiee  Department,  1110 
San  Jacinto  St.,  Ai^n,  Tex.  78701. 


Local  map  rc|)ository 


Mayor,  P.O.  Box  37,  Bondurant,  luwa 
50035. 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Castalia,  luwu 
.52133 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  No.  1,  Montour, 
Iowa  50173. 

City  Clerk,  Office  of  City  .Vdmiiii.s- 
tratlon,  701  Bridge  St.,  IIunilx>idt, 
Kojis.  t)ti748. 


f  ity  Manager,  !’.<».  Box  112,  Hnssell, 
Kans.  67665. 

-Mayor,  P.O.  Box  3'2.5,  Linn,  Kans. 
669.53 

.Mayor,  P.O.  Box  435,  Clearwater, 
Kaus.  67026. 

Bulldiug  Inspe«'tor,  147  South  Main, 
City  llall,  101  West  Hamlin  St., 
Eaton  Rapids,  .Mich.  4KS-27. 


-Mayor,  107  Euet  Bellevue,  La'slic, 
Mich.  49251. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Tltidsonvillc,  Midi. 
49426. 


Township  Suiwvisor,  Township  of 
t-olumbia,  Colmnbia,  Mich.  No 
ZIP  Code. 

City  Engineer,  City  Hall,  Florissant, 
.Mo.  63031. 


Major,  P.t).  Box  189,  Mead,  Nehr. 
68041. 


Chairman,  Village  Hall,  Potter,  Nebr. 
69156. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  124,  Elwood,  Nebr. 
68937. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  46,  Willard,  N.  Mex. 
87063. 


Mayor, 

12442. 


Town 


Hall,  Hunter,  .\.Y. 


Mayor,  City  Hall.  Balfour,  N.  Dak. 
58712. 


■Mayor,  City  llall,  Marion.  Ohio  43302. 


Village  President,  Village  Hall,  Arch- 
boM,  Ohio  43502. 

Planning  Engineer,  County  Joint 
Planning  Commission.  P.O.  Box 
406,  Beaufort,  S.C.  29902. 


Mayor,  town  of  North  Myrtle  Beach, 
P.O.  Box  1038,  North  M^le  Beach, 
S.C.  29582. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  24,  Humboldt, 
S.  Dak.  57036. 


Mayor,  P.O.  Box  233,  Scotland,  8. 
Dak.  57059. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Alamo,  Tex.  78516. 


Effective  dale 
of  identitlcation 
of  areas  whidi 
have  spei'ial 
Hood  hazards 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Dw.  7,  1973. 
.8cpt.  5,  P.C'i. 


Feb.  8,  1974. 
Sept.  5,  197.5. 

Do. 

Do. 

May  24,  1974. 


June  14, 1974. 
Sept.  5,  1975. 

Do. 

Nov.  9,  1973. 
Sr  pt.  5,  1975. 


Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Juue  28,  1974. 
Sept.  8,  1975. 


Aug.  23, 1974. 
Sept.  5,  1975. 

Do. 


Do. 

Jan.  23, 1974. 
Sept.  5, 1975. 
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Stst*  County  Location  Map  No.  Slate  map  repoaitory 


KfTective  eate 
of  Idontilication 
Local  map  riiKKsItory  of  areas  which 

have  special 
flood  hazards 


Do . . Young _ _  Graham,  city  of...  II  480685A  01 

tlirough 
II  480685A  02. 

Do . .  Denton _  Roanoke,  city  of..  II  4S0785  01... 

Do . .  Lynn _ _ _  New  Home,  11  4a0!l20  01... 

town  of. 

I'lah . .  Cache . Anialga,  town  of..  H  4!tOOI3  01 

tliroiigli 
II  4<i(IOI3  (13. 


Do . 

....  Clarkston, 

town  of. 

Do 

_ Bear  River. 

town  of. 

Virginia.  . Prince  William _ Ilaymarket, 

town  of. 


11  I'.Hkill  01 


II  IWIM  01 
tlirough 
H  41(0194  02. 
II  .■>10121 A  01 


Wasliington . Lewis . Vader,  town  of - H  .iSP-W  01 


Do . Snohomisli, 

Wisconsin . Dane . . 


Lake  Stevens, 
town  of. 
Madison,  city 


H  530291  01 

of...  U  .'i.'iOOs3A  01 
tlirough 
n  .'>.‘>OOa3A  23. 


Do . Sauk . Sauk  City,  H  .'>.50401.4  01. 

village  ol. 


.do. 


_ do . 

_ do . 

Utah  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources,  Division  of  Water  Re¬ 
sources.  State  Capitol  Bldg.,  Room 
43.5,  Salt  Laike  City,  Utah  84114. 
Utah  Insurance  Department,  115 
State  Capitol,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84114.  • 

_ do . 

_ do . . . . . 


Bureau  of  Water  Control  Management, 
State  Water  Control  Board,  2d  floor, 
Davenport  Bldg.,  11  South  10th  St., 
Richmond,  Va.  ^219. 

Virginia  Insurance  Department,  200 
Blanton  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  1157, 
Richmond,  Va.  23209. 

Department  of  Ecology,  Olympia, 
Wash.  98501. 

Wiksliington  Insurance  Department, 
Insurance  Bldg.,  Olympia,  Wash. 
98.501. 

...do . 

Department  of  Natural  Resources, 
P.O.  Box  450,  Madison,  Wis.  53701. 

Wi.sconsin  Insurance  Department,  212 
North  Bassett  St.,  Madison,  Wis. 
53701. 

. do . 


City  Manager,  P.O.  Box  690,  Graham, 
Tex.  76046. 

Mayor,  P,0.  Box  386,  Roanoke,  Tex. 
76262. 

Alderman,  Wilson  Route  1,  New 
Home,  Tex.  79381. 

President,  Town  of  Amalga,  R.F.D. 
No.  1,  Smilhfield,  Utah  84335. 


Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Clarkston,  Utah 
84305. 

Clerk,  P.O.  Box  361,  Boar  River, 
Utah  no  ZIP  code. 

Town  Council,  Town  Hull,  Hay- 
market,  Va.  22069. 


Mayor,  P.O.  Box  178,  Vader,  Wash. 
98593. 


Clerk,  P.O.  Box  257,  Lake  Stevens, 
Wash.  982.58. 

Mayor,  210  Monona  Ave.,  Madison, 
Wis.  58709. 


Village  Administrator,  Village  of  Sauk 
City,  806  Water  St.,  Sauk  City,  Wis. 
53583. 


June  28, 1974. 
Sept.  5,  1975. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Aug.  9, 1974. 


Sept.  5,  1975. 


Do. 


Mar.  8, 1974. 
Sept.  5, 1975. 


Dec.  7,  1978. 
Sept.  5,  1975. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24, 1969),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  authority 
to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2660,  Feb.  27.  1969) 


Issued:  June  30, 1975. 


Title  36 — Parks,  Forests,  and  Public 
Property 

CHAPTER  II— FOREST  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  231— GRAZING 
Grazing  Advisory  Boards 
On  April  11,  1975,  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (40  FR  16335)  contained  a  notice  of 
a  proposed  revision  of  the  procedures 
for  establishing  grazing  advisory  boards 
to  conform  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463) . 

Interested  parties  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  data,  views  or  objections  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposed  revision.  Numer¬ 
ous  comments  were  received  supporting 
the  provision  for  the  continuation  of 
grazing  advisory  boards. 

As  a  result  of  ewnments  received,  the 
following  changes  in  the  revised  proce¬ 
dures  are  made  in  addition  to  language 
changes  for  clarification: 

1.  Section  (b)  (1)  was  revised  to  clarify 
the  procedures  for  establishing  a  graz¬ 
ing  advisory  board  whenever  a  majority 
of  the  grazing  permittees  on  a  National 
Forest  or  National  Grassland  or  subdivi¬ 
sion  thereof  so  petitions  the  Forest  Su¬ 
pervisor. 


I  PR  Doc.75-19087  Filed  7-24r-75;8:45  am] 


2.  Section  (c)  was  revised  to  provide 
for  the  membership  on  the  boards  to 
exceed  twelve  (12)  members  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief.  This  was  justified 
on  the  basis  that  situations  do  occur 
where  it  is  necessary  to  have  more  than 
12  members  to  obtain  equitable  repre¬ 
sentation  of  the  grazing  permittees  in 
the  area  for  which  such  board  is  consti¬ 
tuted. 

3.  Section  (d)(1)  was  revised  to  give 
emphasis  to  nondiscrimination  in  the 
nomination  and  election  of  advisory 
board  members  to  effect  equitable  repre¬ 
sentation  of  all  grazing  permittees  in  the 
area  for  which  the  board  is  to  be 
established. 

4.  Section  (e)  (2)  was  revised  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  adoption  of  bylaws  by  a 
majority  of  the  board  members  rather 
than  a  majority  of  the  permittees. 

5.  Section  (f )  (2)  was  revised  to  add  a 
provision  that  actions  by  the  grazing  ad¬ 
visory  board  in  considering  complaints 
of  grazing  permittees  wrill  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  a  waiver  of  the  right  of  appeal 
or  administrative  review  of  decisions  of 
Forest  officers. 

6.  Section  (h)(2)(ii)  was  revised  to 
clarify  the  provisitms  for  withdrawing 
recognition  of  boards  that  become  in¬ 
active. 


Francis  V.  Reilly, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


Suggestions  were  made  regarding  the 
retention  of  certain  provisions  of  the 
Granger-Thye  Act.  These  have  been  in¬ 
cluded  to  the  extent  they  do  not  conflict 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act. 

Section  17  of  the  Granger-Thye  Act. 
dealing  with  advisory  boards,  was  super¬ 
seded  by  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act  (P.L.  92-263).  The  grazing  ad¬ 
visory  boards  formerly  organized  under 
the  Granger-Thye  Act  terminated  on 
January  5, 1975,  since  their  duration  was 
not  otherwise  provided  for  by  law.  The 
purpose  of  this  Regulation  is  to  provide 
for  the  establishment  and  renewal  of 
grazing  advisory  boards  within  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act. 

Accordingly,  with  these  changes  and 
additions,  the  Regulation  is  hereby 
adopted  to  read  as  follows: 

§  231.10  Cra/.ing  Advi8ory  Boards. 

(a)  Purpose.  To  provide  National 
Forest  System  grazing  permittees  a 
means  for  expressing  their  recommenda¬ 
tions  concerning  the  management  and 
administration  of  the  range  resources  of 
the  National  Forest  System. 

(b)  Establishment.  (1)  Whenever  a 
majority  of  the  grazing  permittees  of  a 
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National  Forest  or  National  Grassland 
or  any  subdivision  thereof  wishes  to  have 
a  grazing  advisory  board  established,  it 
may  so  petition  the  Forest  Supervisor. 

(2)  Upon  being  petitioned,  the  Forest 
Supervisor  shall  determine  whether  the 
following  requirements  have  been  met: 

(I)  The  area  for  which  the  board  Is  to 
be  constituted  and  elected  Is  a  National 
Forest,  National  Grassland,  or  adminis¬ 
trative  subdivision  thereof. 

(II)  The  permittees  who  have  peti¬ 
tioned  for  a  grazing  advisory  board  are 
a  majority  of  the  grazing  permittees  in 
the  area  for  which  the  board  would  be 
established. 

(ill)  Establishment  of  such  a  board  is 
determined  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

(3)  The  request  to  have  the  grazing 
advisory  board  established  will  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Regional  Forester  to  the 
Chief,  Forest  Service,  who  will  request 
concurrence  of  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (OMB)  in  accordance  with 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463).  Following  OMB  con- 
ciirrence,  the  following  actions  will  be 
taken: 

(1)  The  Forest  Service  will  publish  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  intent 
to  establish  the  board  and  will  request 
public  comment  within  15  days. 

(il)  The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Con¬ 
servation,  Research,  and  Education  will 
issue  a  formal  establishment  document 
In  the  form  of  an  unnumbered  Secre¬ 
tary’s  Memorandum. 

(ill)  The  Forest  Supervisor  will  pre¬ 
pare  a  charter  as  required  by  paragraph 

(e)  of  this  section. 

(c)  Membership.  Each  grazing  advi¬ 
sory  board  established  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section  shall  consist  of  not 
fewer  than  three  (3)  nor  more  than 
twelve  (12)  members,  except  by  approval 
of  the  CJhief,  who  shall  be  National  For¬ 
est  System  grazing  permittees  in  the  area 
for  which  such  board  is  constituted  and 
elected.  In  addition,  the  State  Game 
Commission,  or  the  corresponding  pub¬ 
lic  body  of  the  State  in  which  the  board 
is  located,  may  appoint  a  wildlife  rep¬ 
resentative  to  the  board  to  advise  on  wild¬ 
life  problems.  The  wildlife  representa¬ 
tive  so  appointed  shall  not  be  a  voting 
member  of  the  board. 

(d)  Elections.  (1)  The  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  shall  prescribe  the  manner  in  which 
the  members  of  the  board  are  to  be  nom¬ 
inated  and  elected;  provided  that  such 
manner  will  effect  an  equitable  repre¬ 
sentation  of  all  grazing  permittees  in  the 
area  for  which  the  board  is  to  be  estab¬ 
lished,  and  that  all  grazing  permittees  in 
such  area  shall  be  eligible  to  vote  in  the 
election.  No  person  shall  be  denied  the 
opportunity  to  serve  as  a  grazing  ad¬ 
visory  board  member  because  of  race, 
color,  sex,  religion  or  national  origin.  No 
board  member  sludl  concurrently  serve 
on  another  National  Forest  advisory 
committee. 

(2)  The  Forest  Supervisor  shall  deter¬ 
mine  and  announce  the  results  of  the 
election  of  the  members  of  the  board  and 
shall  recognize  the  duly  elected  board  as 
representing  the  National  Forest  System 
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grazing  permittees  in  the  area  for  which 
it  is  established. 

(e)  Charter  and  Bylaws.  (1)  The  For¬ 
est  Supervisor  will  prepare  a  charter  to 
be  filed  with  the  Department  and  the 
Congress  as  required  by  Section  9(c)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463) . 

(2)  A  duly  recognized  grazing  advisory 
board  may.  with  the  concurrence  of  a 
majority  of  its  members  and  the  Forest 
Supervisor,  adopt  bylaws  to  govern  its 
proceedings. 

(f)  Function.  (1)  Grazing  advisory 
board  members  discuss  plans  and  proce¬ 
dures  in  the  management  of  range  re¬ 
sources,  and  give  their  advice  and  recom¬ 
mendations  to  Forest  officers. 

(2)  The  board  may  consider  the  com¬ 
plaints  of  grazing  permittees  within  the 
area  it  represents  and  may  recommend 
appropriate  action  for  relief,  provided 
that  complaints  taken  imder  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  not  be  construed  as  a  waiver 
of  any  right  to  appeal  or  administrative 
review  of  decisions  of  Forest  officers  im¬ 
der  7  CFR  24.1-24.21  (39  FR  30912)  and 
36  CFR  211.2  (39  FR  30916). 

(g)  Meetings.  The  grazing  advisory 
board,  with  a  quorum  present,  shall  meet 
at  least  once  annually  and  at  such  other 
times  as  the  Forest  Supervisor  may  de¬ 
termine.  No  board  meetings  shall  be 
called  without  the  advance  approval  of 
the  Forest  Supervisor.  Each  meeting  shall 
be  conducted  in  accordance  with  agenda 
approved  by  the  Forest  Supervisor.  A  no¬ 
tice  of  each  meeting  shall  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  at  least  15  days 
prior  to  the  meeting,  except  for  emer¬ 
gency  situations  provided  for  by  OMB 
procedures,  with  a  statement  that  the 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Minutes 
shall  be  kept  of  each  meeting. 

(h)  Termination  and  Renewal.  (1) 
Grazing  advisory  boards  will  terminate 
on  January  5,  1977,  and  every  two  years 
thereafter  on  January  5  unless  renewed 
not  more  than  60  days  prior  to  expira¬ 
tion. 

(2)  The  Forest  Supervisor  may  with¬ 
draw  his  recognition  of  any  board  when¬ 
ever: 

(i)  A  majority  of  the  permittees  for 
the  area  which  the  board  represents  re¬ 
quests  that  the  board  be  dissolved. 

(ii)  The  board  becomes  Inactive  and 
does  not  meet  at  least  once  annually  dur¬ 
ing  a  perio'l  of  2  consecutive  years. 

(3)  Grazing  advisory  boards  may  be 
renewed,  if  it  is  determined  to  be  in  the 
public’s  interest  to  do  so,  by  obtaining 
OMB  concurrence.  Issuing  a  Secretary's 
Memorandum  of  renewal,  publishing  a 
Federal  Register  notice,  and  filing  a  new 
charter. 

(Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  becomes 
effective  August  25, 1975. 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

Joseph  R.  Wright,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.75-19400  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am) 
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Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  lOl^FEDERAL  PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT  REGUUVHONS 

[FPMR  Arndt.  E-165] 

PART  101-26— PROCUREMENT 
SOURCES  AND  PROGRAMS 

Improved  Federal  Supply  Schedules 
Program 

’This "regulation  provides  policy  and 
procedures  concerning  the  requisitioning 
of  certain  non-stock  commodities 
through  GSA  and  not  directly  with  the 
contractor  as  previously  specified  In  the 
Federal  Supply  Schedule  program. 

Section  101-26.401  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  paragraph  (c)  as  follows: 

§  101—26.401  .4pi>lirabilfly. 

•  #  •  •  • 

(c)  Certain  non-stock  commodities  are 
listed  in  a  separate  volume  of  the  GSA 
Supply  Catalog,  entitled  “Improved  Fed¬ 
eral  Supply  Schedules  Program.”  Requi¬ 
sitions  for  these  commodities  shall  be 
submitted  in  FEDSTRIP/MILSTRIP  for¬ 
mat  to  the  GSA  support  region. 

(1)  Commodities  requisitioned  under 
this  program  will  be  shipped  direct  to  the 
consignee  by  the  contractor,  and  the  or¬ 
dering  activity  will  be  billed  by  GSA  for 
the  total  amount  of  the  purchase. 

(2)  This  portion  of  the  catalog  is  pub¬ 
lished  periodically  to  incorporate  addi¬ 
tional  commodities  as  they  are  included 
in  the  program.  Each  publication  in¬ 
cludes  instructions  concerning  ordering, 
prices,  delivery.  Inspection,  and  com¬ 
plaints  involving  quality  of  merchandise. 
Activities  presently  receiving  copies  of 
the  GSA  Supply  Catalog  will  also  receive 
this  publication. 

(Sec.  206(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  25,  1974. 

Dated:  July  14,  1975. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

_  (PR  Doc.75-19378  Plied  7-24-75:8:45  am) 


(FPMR  Arndt.  £1-166) 

PART  101-26— PROCUREMENT 
SOURCES  AND  PROGRAMS 

Inspection,  Nonconforming  Supplies,  and 
Illustrations  of  Forms 

This  amendment  clarifies  policy  re¬ 
garding  the  availability  of  assistance  in 
source  inspection  of  items,  provides 
guidelines  for  reporting  the  receipt  of 
nonconforming  supplies,  and  illustrates 
current  editions  of  forms. 

1.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101- 
26  is  amended  to  revise  the  following 
entry: 

101-26.4904-416  DD  Fcwm  416,  PurcbaM  Be¬ 
quest  for  Coal,  Coke  or  Briquettes. 

2.  In  S  101-26.403-2  paragraphs  (a)  (1) 
and  (b)(1)  are  revised  and  (b)(3)  is 
added  as  follows: 
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§  101—26.403—2  Inspection. 

(a)  Acceptance  inspection.  (1)  Accept¬ 
ance  inspection  of  supplies  and  services 
is  necessary  to  ensure  compliance  with 
applicable  specifications  and  other  con¬ 
tractual  requirements.  Arrangements  for 
inspection  shall  be  the  responsibility  ef 
the  ordering  agency  except  when  the 
Federal  Supply  Schedule  specifically  pro¬ 
vides  for  source  inspection  by  GSA.  When 
a  Federal  Supply  Schedule  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  source  inspection  by  GSA,  the 
ordering  agency  may  arrange  for  assist¬ 
ance  from  GSA  in  source  inspection  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  schedule  is  covered  by 
specifications  or  technical  descriptions. 
In  determining  the  need  for  assistance 
from  GSA  in  source  inspection,  the  or¬ 
dering  agency  shall  consider  the  volume 
of  the  procurement,  complexity  of  the 
items,  and  the  past  performance  of  the 
supplier.  When  the  Federal  Supply 
Schedule  provides  for  source  inspection 
by  GSA  or  an  agency  desires  assistance 
from  GSA  in  source  inspection  of  items 
covered  by  specifications  or  technical  de¬ 
scriptions,  the  ordering  agency  shall 
furnish  two  copies  of  the  purchase  order 
or  delivery  order  to  the  regional  Direc¬ 
tor,  Quality  Control  Division,  Federal 
Supply  Service,  located  at  the  GSA  re¬ 
gional  oflBce  serving  the  geographic  area 
where  the  supplier  is  located  or  from 
where  shipment  will  be  made.  The  order 
shall  indicate  that  inspection  shall  be 
performed  at  source,  prior  to  shipment, 
by  the  Quality  Control  Division  of  the 
appropriate  GSA  regional  oflSce. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Nonconforming  supplies  or  serv¬ 
ices.  (1)  When  inspection  is  iierformed 
by  an  activity  other  than  GSA,  the  or¬ 
dering  agency  shall  report  to  the  GSA 
office  executing  the  contract  all  signifi¬ 
cant  instances  where  nonconforming 
supplies  and  services  are  received.  Or¬ 
dering  officers  have  the  right  either  to 
reject  supplies  defective  in  material  or 
workmanship,  or  otherwise  not  in  con¬ 
formity  with  contract  requirements,  or 
to  require  their  removal  for  correction 
or  correction  in  place,  by  and  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  contractor.  Ordering  offices 
may  accept  nonconforming  supplies  and 
services  and  pay  therefor  at  a  proper  re¬ 
duction  in  price  in  accordance  with  the 
contract  provisions,  or  may  terminate 
the  right  of  the  contractor  to  proceed 
further  vmder  the  purchase  order.  Unless 
the  contractor  corrects  or  replaces  sup¬ 
plies  within  the  delivery  schedule,  the 
ordering  office  may  declare  the  contrac¬ 
tor  in  default  and  purchase  the  supplies 
elsewhere  against  the  contractor’s  ac¬ 
count. 

*  »  •  *  * 

(3)  Agency  reports  of  nonconforming 
supplies  ordered  through  Federal  Sup¬ 
ply  Schedules  and  inspected  at  source  by 
OSA  shall  be  submitted  to  the  General 
Services  Administration,  Federal  Supply 
Service,  Attention:  Inquiry  and  Adjust¬ 
ments  Activity,  at  the  OSA  regional  office 
serving  the  area  In  which  the  material 
Is  located.  Upon  receipt  of  such  a  report, 
OSA  will  take  appropriate  action  to  cor¬ 


rect  the  problem.  To  facilitate  handling 
and  adjustment,  tlie  ordering  agency 
shall  provide  GSA  with  the  following  in¬ 
formation.  when  it  is  available : 

(i)  FEDSTRIP  /MILSTRIP  requisition 
number; 

(ii)  National  stock  number  (NSN) ; 

(iii)  Brief  description  of  item; 

(iv)  Quantity  received,  on  hand,  and 
defective; 

<v)  Contract  number; 

(vi)  Name  of  contractor; 

(vii)  Order  number; 

(viii)  Manufacturer’s  batch  or  lot 
number ; 

(ix)  Date  deficiency /discrepancy  dis¬ 
covered  ; 

(x»  Date  received; 

(xi)  Date  manufactured; 

(xii)  Location  of  material; 

( xiii*  Point  of  shipment; 

<xiv)  Name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  person  to  contact;  and 

(XV)  Brief  statement  of  complaint. 

§  I0I-26.J902-I57  [.4iiiended] 

3.  Section  101-26.4902-457  is  amended 
to  illustrate  the  October  1973  edition  of 
GSA  Form  457,  FSS  Publications  Mail¬ 
ing  List  Application. 

§101—26.4904—416  r.Vmcnded] 

4.  Section  101-26.4904-416  is  amended 
to  illustrate  the  February  1972  edition 
of  DD  Form  416,  Purchase  Request  for 
Coal,  Coke  or  Briquettes,  and  change  the 
section  title  to  read  as  follows: 

$  101-26.4904-416  DD  Form  416,  Purchase  Re¬ 
quest  for  Coal,  Coke  or  Briquettes. 

Note:  The  forms  Illustrated  In  S{  101- 
26.4902-457  and  101-26.4904-416  are  filed  as 
part  of  the  original  document. 

(Sec.  205(c) ,  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c) ) 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  effec¬ 
tive  on  July  25, 1975. 

Dated:  July  14, 1975. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

(FR  Doc.75-19379  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  am] 

[FPMR  Arndt.  F-221 

PART  101-35— TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
Automatic  Call  Distributor  Systems 

This  amendment  revises  §§  101-35.202 
and  101-35.203  for  the  purpose  of  spe¬ 
cifically  identifying  Automatic  Call  Dis¬ 
tributors  (ACD)  in  FPMR  101-35  as  tele¬ 
communication  equipment  requiring 
GSA  approval  before  installation  or  re¬ 
location. 

1.  In  §  101-35.202,  paragraph  (a)  (11) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows : 

§  101—35.202  Definition  of  major 
changes. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(a)  *  •  • 

(11)  Installation,  relocation,  or  re¬ 
moval  of  Automatic  Call  Distributor 
(ACD)  equipment.  (For  the  purpose  of 
§  101-35.203(a)(l),  an  ACTD  is  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  a  specialized  type  of  PBX 
equipment.) 


2.  In  §  101-35.203,  paragraph  (a)  (3) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  101—35.203  Justification  of  major 
changes  and  new  installations. 

•  «  «  *  * 

(a)  •  *  • 

(3)  In  addition  to  the  information  re¬ 
quired  in  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  the  requests  for  ACD’s  shall  in¬ 
clude  a  statement  that  the  monitoring, 
service  observing,  or  listening-in  fea¬ 
tures  of  ACD’s  will  be  removed  or  dis¬ 
abled  at  the  time  of  installation.  These 
features  are  prohibited  by  §  101-35.308-9 
(f).  Existing  and  future  ACD’s  shall 
have  this  function  removed  unless 
specifically  authorized  in  writing  as  re¬ 
quired  by  §  101-35.307-2. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  effec¬ 
tive  on  July  25, 1975. 

Dated:  July  17,1975. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.75-19380  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  am) 

[FPMR  Amendment  H-91] 

PART  101-42— PROPERTY  REHABILITA¬ 
TION  SERVICES  AND  FACILITIES 

Revised  Procedures  Concerning 
Reclamation  of  Precious  Metals 

This  regulation  provides  editorial  and 
procedural  changes  and  adds  guidelines 
for  the  recovery  of  precious  metals. 

1.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101- 
42  is  amended  by  the  addition  and  re¬ 
vision  of  the  following  entries: 

Subpart  101-42.3 — Recovery  of  Precious  Metals 
and  Critical  Materials 

101-42.300  Scope  of  subpart. 

101-42.301  General. 

101-42.301-1  Guidelines  for  conducting 
Intra-agency  surveys. 
101-42.301-2  Reporting  to  GSA. 

101-42.302  Recovery  of  silver  from  used 
hypo  solution  and  scrap 
film. 

101-42.302-1  Agency  responsibility. 
101-42.302-2  General  guidelines  for  the  re¬ 
covery  of  silver  from  used 
hypo  solution. 

101-42.302-3  General  guidelines  for  the  re¬ 
covery  of  silver  from  scrap 
film. 

101-42.302-4  Detailed  guidelines  for  recov¬ 
ery  of  silver  from  used  hypo 
solution  and  scrap  film. 
101-42.303  Recovery  and  utilization  of 
precious  metals  through 
the  Defense  Precious  Metals 
Recovery  Program. 

101-42.303-1  Recovery  of  precious  metals 
through  the  Defense  Prop¬ 
erty  Disposal  Precious  Met¬ 
als  Recovery  Office  (DPDP 
MRO). 

101-42.303-2  Utilization  of  DOD-recovered 
precious  metals  as  Govern¬ 
ment-furnished  material 
(GFM)  in  Federal  procure¬ 
ments. 

101-42.4901  Intra-agency  survey  format 
for  evaluating  the  recovery 
potential  of  activities  not 
now  recovering  precious 
metals. 
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101-42.4902  Format  for  annual  consoli¬ 
dated  report  to  GSA  on  ac¬ 
tivities  generating  precious 
metals. 

2.  Subpart  101-42.3  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

Subpart  101-42.3 — Recovery  of  Precious 
Metals  and  Critical  Materials 

§  101—42.300  Scope  of  subpart. 

Tills  subpart  prescribes  the  policy  and 
procedures  for  recovery  of  precious 
metals  and  critical  materials  from  arti¬ 
cles  of  excess  personal  property. 

§  101—42.301  General. 

GSA  has  the  responsibility  for  the  ini¬ 
tiation  of  Government-wide  precious 
metals  and  critical  materials  recovery 
programs,  and  for  the  issuance  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  applicable  contracts,  ex¬ 
cept  those  issued  and  administered  by  the 
Department  of  Defense  for  precious 
metal  recovery  and  refinement  opera¬ 
tions.  Situations  will  occur  where,  in 
terms  of  economy,  efficiency,  and  en¬ 
vironmental  quality,  it  is  in  the  best  in¬ 
terest  of  the  Government  to  recover 
precious  metals  and  critical  materials 
from  articles  of  excess  personal  property 
in  lieu  of  other  methods  of  disposal.  CK5A 
will  determine  when  Government-wide 
recovery  is  appropriate  based  on  the 
supply-demand  factor,  the  price  of  the 
commodity,  the  cost  of  recovering  the 
precious  metal  or  critical  material,  and 
applicable  guidelines  or  regulations  on 
pollution  control,  each  given  proper 
weight.  Precious  metals  that  may  be  des¬ 
ignated  for  recovery  are  gold,  silver,  and 
metals  in  the  platinum  group.  Examples 
of  silver-bearing  scrap  and  waste  in¬ 
clude  used  photographic  fixing  (hypo) 
solution,  photographic  and  X-ray  film, 
silver  alloys,  and  dental  scrap.  Strategic 
and  critical  materials,  lists  of  which  may 
be  issued  from  time  to  time  as  provided 
In  §  101-14.106,  may  also  be  designated 
for  recovery. 

§  101—42.301  Guidelines  for  conduct¬ 
ing  intra-agency  surveys. 

Each  agency  having  activities  that 
generate  used  hypo  solution,  scrap  film, 
or  other  precious  metal-bearing  scrap, 
and  which  has  no  precious  metal  re¬ 
covery  program  shall  periodically  survey 
each  such  activity  to  evaluate  recovery 
potential  and  implement  recovery  proce¬ 
dures  when  economically  feasible.  A  copy 
of  the  original  or  updated  survey  shall  be 
made  available  upon  request  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  (FWR) , 
Washington,  D.C.  20406.  Section  101- 
42.4901  illustrates  a  suggested  format  for 
recording  agency  surveys.  Each  agency 
shall  designate  an  individual  to  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  coordinating  the  intra¬ 
agency  surveys,  implementing  recovery 
procedures,  monitoring  the  recovery  pro¬ 
grams,  and  submitting  the  consolidated 
annual  report  prescribed  in  §  101- 
42.301-2. 

§  101—42.301—2  Reporting  to  GSA. 

Each  agency  generating  silver  or  other 
precious  metals  (including  used  hypo 


solution,  scrap  film,  and  other  precious 
metal-bearing  scrap)  shall  submit  a  con¬ 
solidated  annual  report  on  its  precious 
metal  generating  activities  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  (FWR) , 
Washington,  DC  20406.  Reports  shall 
cover  the  entire  fiscal  year  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  within  45  calendar  days  after  the 
close  of  each  fiscal  year.  Section  101- 
42.4902  illustrates  a  suggested  format 
for  the  report  (Interagency  Report  Con¬ 
trol  Number  1529-GSA-AN)  to  show  the 
number  of  activities  recovering  silver 
from  used  hypo  solution,  scrap  film,  and 
other  silver-bearing  scrap;  the  number  of 
activities  recovering  other  precious 
metal-bearing  scrap;  the  amounts 
recovered  in  terms  of  troy  ounces;  the 
method  of  recovery  or  disposal;  and  the 
agency  estimate  of  savings  for  the  report 
period.  The  first  annual  report  shall  be 
for  fiscal  year  1976. 

§  101—42.302  Recovery  of  silver  from 
used  hypo  solution  and  scrap  film. 

Heads  of  executive  agencies  shall  be 
responsible  for  establishing,  maintain¬ 
ing,  and  pursuing  a  program  for  silver  re¬ 
covery  from  used  hypo  solution  and  scrap 
film. 

§  101—42.302—1  .Agency  responsibility. 

Each  agency  shall  consider  recovering 
silver  regardless  of  the  quantity  of  used 
hypo  solution  generated.  Installation  of 
a  silver  recovery  imit  consistent  with  the 
quantity  of  used  hypo  solution  generated 
or  storage  of  used  hypo  solution  until  a 
processable  quantity  is  obtained  are  two 
alternatives.  Where  an  activity  generates 
small  quantities  and  tests  show  that 
there  is  a  minimal  amoimt  of  silver  per 
gallon  of  solution,  arrangements  should 
be  made  with  another  activity  in  the 
area,  which  is  using  a  recovery  unit,  to 
receive  and  process  its  used  hypo  solu¬ 
tion  to  the  extent  feasible.  When  con¬ 
solidation  with  other  activities  is  not 
practicable,  and  information  and  assist¬ 
ance  with  regard  to  recovery  techniques 
are  required,  the  GSA  regional  office 
serving  the  area  or  DSA  (in  accordance 
with  §  101-42.303)  should  be  contacted.  If 
it  is  determined  that  the  silver  cannot  be 
recovered  economically  by  Government- 
owned  equipment  or  by  a  commercial  re¬ 
covery  contractor,  the  solution  should  be 
disposed  of  in  accordance  with  Part 
101-45,  and  in  an  environmentally  ac¬ 
ceptable  manner. 

§  101—42.302—2  General  guidelines  for 
the  recovery  of  silver  from  used  hypo 
solution. 

The  basic  factors  that  determine  the 
potential  quantity  of  recoverable  silver 
are:  (a)  The  amoimt  of  used  hypo  solu¬ 
tion  generated;  (b)  the  amoimt  and  type 
of  film  processed;  and  (c)  the  physical 
layout  of  the  photographic  facility.  Since 
these  factors  may  vary  for  each  activity, 
a  single  method  of  recovery  cannot  be 
prescribed.  Used  hypo  solution  should  be 
processed  to  recover  the  maximum 
amount  of  silver  from  the 'solution,  con¬ 
sistent  with  overall  economic  feasibility 
and  environmental  considerations.  Re¬ 
covery  can  be  effected  either  by  Govern¬ 
ment-owned  equipment  or  by  commercial 


recovery  contracts.  Chemical  precipita¬ 
tion,  metallic  replacement,  or  electrolytic 
methods  may  be  used.  Various  types  of 
recovery  equipment  are  available  which 
permit  economic  silver  recovery  from 
both  large  and  small  quantities  of  used 
hypo  solution. 

§  101—42.302—3  General  guideline8  for 
the  recovery  of  silver  from  scrap 
film. 

Scrap  film,  the  silver  content  of  which 
varies  according  to  the  type  of  film  and 
degree  of  exposure,  is  a  source  for  re¬ 
covery,  The  easiest  method  of  recovering 
silver  from  scrap  film  is  to  bum  it.  The 
destruction  of  scrap  film  by  burning  and 
reducing  it  to  ash  can  provide  economy 
through  savings  in  transportation  costs 
as  well  as  the  conservation  of  the  silver. 
This  must  be  done  by  controlled  burning 
without  an  open  flue.  Recovery  on  site  by 
this  method  should  only  be  accomplished 
at  those  activities  or  installations  where 
adequate  facilities  exist  and  the  local 
code  on  burning  permits  it.  An  indirect 
method  of  recovery  is  disposal  by  sale. 
In  this  method,  film  should  be  accumu¬ 
lated  and  periodically  disposed  of  by  sale 
in  accordance  with  Part  101-45. 

§  101—42.302—4  Detailed  guidelines  fur 
recovery  of  silver  from  used  hypo  so¬ 
lution  and  scrap  film. 

Detailed  guidelines  and  economic  cri¬ 
teria  for  evaluating  silver  recovery  po¬ 
tential  and  establishing  recovery  pro¬ 
grams  are  contained  in  the  GSA  pam¬ 
phlet,  “Guide  for  the  Recovery  of  Silver 
from  Used  Fixing  Solution  and  Scrap 
Film”  (PPMR  101-42),  copies  of  which 
may  be  obtained  from  GSA  regional  offi¬ 
ces  or  from  agency  publications  liaison 
officers. 

§  101—42.303  Recovery  and  utilization 
of  precious  metals  through  the  De¬ 
fense  Precious  Metals  Recovery  Pro¬ 
gram. 

§  101—42.303—1  Recovery  of  precious 
metals  through  the  Defense  Property 
Disposal  Precious  Metals  Recovery 
Office  (DPDPMRO). 

Civil  agency  activities  generating  pre¬ 
cious  metal-bearing  scrap  and  having 
no  disposal  facility  available  may  utilize 
DPDPMRO  which  is  a  part  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Supply  Agency.  Accumulations  of 
precious  metal-bearing  scrap  such  as 
silver-cell  batteries,  missile  and  electronic 
parts,  silver  turnings,  dental  scrap,  film 
scrap,  and  silver  sludge  recovered  from 
used  hypo  solution,  should  be  reported  by 
letter  with  a  request  for  shipping  in¬ 
structions  to  the  Chief,  Defense  Property 
Disposal  Precious  Metals  Recovery  Of¬ 
fice,  Naval  Weapons  Station,  Earle,  Colts 
Neck,  New  Jersey  07722.  A  copy  of  the 
report  shall  be  sent  to  General  Services 
Administration  (FWR) ,  Washington,  DC 
20406.  Shipping  Instructions  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  the  activity  by  the  DPDPMRO 
within  30  calendar  days  following  receipt 
of  the  request.  Participating  civil  agen¬ 
cies  will  be  entitled  to  requisition  refined 
precious  metals  for  use  as  Government- 
furnished  material  (GFM)  to  reduce 
new  procurement  costs.  In  accordance 
with  §  101-42.303-2.  For  additional  in- 
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formation  or  recovery  assistance,  DBA 
may  be  contacted  at  the  following  ad¬ 
dress:  Defense  Etupply  Agency,  DCM3  Pre¬ 
cious  Metals  Recov^  Program  Man¬ 
ager,  Camercm  Statltm,  Alexandria, 
Virginia  22314. 

§  101-42.303-2  Utilization  of  DOD- 
recovered  precious  metals  as  Covem- 
ment-fumished  material  (CFM)  in 
Federal  procurements. 

To  determine  the  need  for  recovered 
precious  metals  as  GFM  to  reduce  new 
procurement  costs,  each  agency  shall  re¬ 
view  procurements  for  which  precious 
metals  will  be  required  by  a  contractor. 
Each  agency  having  requirements  for  re¬ 
fined  precious  metals  as  GFM  should 
submit  a  request  to  the  Commander. 
Defense  Industrial  Supply  Center,  700 
Robbins  Avenue,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl-  , 
vania  19111.  A  copy  of  each  such  request 
shall  be  sent  to  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  (PWR),  Washington,  D.C. 
20406.  Each  agency  requesting  precious 
metals  under  the  DOD  Precious  Metals 
Recovery  Program  shall  also  contribute 
any  generated  accumulations  of  silver, 
gold,  and  platinum  to  the  DPDPMRO  in 
accordance  with  §  101-42.303-1.  Nor¬ 
mally,  the  amount  of  precious  metals 
authorized  for  sale  to  individual  agencies 
would  not  exceed  the  quantity  of  such 
refined  metals  derived  from  the  agency 
contributions  ot  precious  metal-bearing 
materials  to  the  program.  Exceptions  to 
this  limitation  will  be  made  on  a  case  by 
case  basis  if  refined  precious  metals  on 
hand  exceed  DOD  requirements.  No 
minimum  ordering  quantity  is  prescribed. 
There  is  a  nominal  charge  for  the  refined 
precious  metals  to  cover  the  administra¬ 
tive  and  processing  costs.  Such  costs, 
however,  are  substantially  lower  than 
the  current  maricet  price  of  fine  silver, 
gold,  and  platinum. 

3.  Sections  101-42.4901  and  101-42.4902 
are  revised  to  reswi  as  follows : 

§  101—42.4901  Inira-apency  survey  for¬ 
mat  for  evaluating  the  recovery  po¬ 
tential  of  activities  not  now  recover¬ 
ing  precious  metals. 

Agency -  >3ate - 

AcUvlty _  Supervisor - 

Address _  Telephone - 

1.  Used  hypo  solution 

a.  Estimated  monthly  generation  of  used 

hypo  aolutlon. _ Qallons. 

b.  Average  silver  content  per  gallon. - 

Troy  Ounces. 

c.  Estimated  monthly  accumulatlcm - 

Troy  Ounces,  (mult^jly  a  X  b)  , 

d.  Current  method  of  disposal. 

2.  Scrap  film 

a.  Estimated  monthly  generation  of  Bcrap 

film.  - _ lbs. 

b.  Type  of  scrap  film  generated:  X-ray, 
Motion  Picture.  Other  (Specify) . 

c.  Average  sliver  content  per  pound. - 

Troy  Ounces. 

d.  Estimated  monthly  accvunulatlon - 

Troy  Ounces,  (multljrty  axe) 

e.  Current  method  of  dlqxMal. 

3.  Other  precious  metal-bearing  scrap 

a.  Estimated  monthly  generation  of  other 

precious  metal-bearing  scrap. - lbs. 

b.  Type  of  other  precious  metal-bearing 
scri4>  generated  (batteries,  spark  plugs,  elec¬ 
tronic  parts,  etc.)  Specify:  (If  reporting  more 


than  one  type  of  precious  metal,  use  separate 
reports.) 

c.  Average  precious  meted  content  per 

pound. _ Troy  Oimces. 

d.  Estimated  monthtly  accumulation. 
_ Troy  Ounces,  (multiply  aXc) . 

e.  Ciurent  method  of  disposal. 

4.  Does  your  activity  anticipate  establish¬ 
ing  a  silvw  recovery  program? 

Yes _ No _ If  yes,  when?  If  no, 

explain.  (Consider  the  ciirrent  price  of  sli¬ 
ver  and  the  environmental  Impact  that  your 
present  method  of  disposal  may  be  causing.) 

Note:  The  format  illustrated  In  this  section 
shall  be  used  only  as  a  guide  for  Indlvldtial 
preparation.  OSA  will  not  print,  reproduce, 
OT  stock  forms  for  this  purpose  because 
of  the  limited  need  for  forms.  Other  agencies 
should  not  develop  or  print  forms  for  the 
same  reason. 

§  101—42.4902  Format  for  annual  con¬ 
solidated  report  to  GSA  on  activities 
generating  precious  metals. 


Agency _  Date _ 

Address -  Report  Prepared  By- 


Period  Covered _  Telephone. 


1.  Used  hypo  solution 

a.  Number  of  activities  generating  used 

hypo  solution  Included  in  report.  _ _ 

Oallons  generated _ 

b.  Number  of  activities  recovering  silver 

from  used  hypo  solution. _ Gallons  gen¬ 
erated _ _ 

c.  Amount  of  silver  recovered. _ Troy 

Ounces. 

d.  Method  of  recovery  and  disposition  of 
recovered  silver. 

e.  Method  of  disposal  If  silver  is  not  recov¬ 
ered. 

2.  Scrap  film 

a.  Number  of  activities  generating  scrtqi 

film  included  in  report _ Pounds  gener¬ 
ated _ 

b.  Number  at  activities  recovering  silver 

from  scr^  film. _ _  Pounds  generated. 


c.  Amount  of  silver  recovered. _ Troy 

Ounces. 

d.  Method  of  recovery  and  disposition  of 
recovered  silver. 

e.  Method  of  disposal  if  sliver  is  not  recov¬ 
ered. 

3.  Other  silver-bearfng  scrap 

a.  Type  of  other  silver-bearing  scrap  (bat¬ 
teries,  electronic  parts,  etc.). 

b.  Number  of  activities  generating  other 

silver-bearing  scrap  Included  In  report _ _ 

Pounds  generated. _ _ 

c.  Number  of  activities  recovering  silver 

from  other  scrap.  _  Povmds  generated. 

d.  Amount  of  silver  recovered. _ Troy 

Ounces. 

e.  Method  of  recovery  and  disposition  of 
recovered  silver. 

f.  Method  of  disposal  if  silver  Is  not  re¬ 
covered. 

4.  Other  precious  metal-bearing  scrap 
{Gold,  Platinum  metals,  etc.) 

a.  of  other  precioiu  metal-bearing 
scrfq>. 

b.  Number  of  activities  generating  other 

precious  metal-bearing  scrap  Included  In 
report. _ Pounds  generated. _ 

c.  Number  of  activities  recovering  gold 

or  platinum  metals  from  scrap. _ _  I\>unds 

generated - - 

d.  Amount  of  gold  recovered. - Troy 

Ounces.  Amount  of  platinum  metals  re¬ 
covered _ Troy  Oimces. 

e.  Method  of  recovery  and  disposition  of 
recovered  gold  and  platinum  metals. 


f.  Method  of  disposal  If  gold  and  platinum 
metals  are  not  recovered. 

6.  What  Is  your  estimate  of  savings  for  the 
period?  Describe  the  formula  used  to  com¬ 
pute  the  savings. 

Note:  The  format  Illustrated  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  Shan  be  used  only  as  a  guide  for  Individ¬ 
ual  preparation.  OSA  will  not  print,  repro¬ 
duce,  or  stock  forms  for  this  purpose  because 
of  the  limited  need  for  fc^ms.  Other  agencies 
should  not  develop  or  print  forms  for  the 
same  reason. 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  Is  effec¬ 
tive  on  July  25, 1975. 

Dated:  July  15, 1975. 

Arthur  P.  Sampson, 

Administrator  of  General  Servicec. 

[PR  Doc.75-19381  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  arc  J 

Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 

RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Order 

In  the  matter  of  Editorial  amendment 
of  Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  to  delete  Footnote  NG65 
frcmi  the  table  of  frequency  sdlocatlons. 

1.  In  the  First  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  18262  (35FR8644)  the  Com¬ 
mission  reallocated  the  upper  14  UHF-TV 
channels  (Channels  70-83,  806-890  MHz) 
to  the  land  mobile  radio  service.  In  that 
decision,  a  new  footnote,  NG65,  was 
added  to  the  Table  of  Frequency  Alloca¬ 
tions  in  §  2.106  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  stating  that  the  disposition  of  ex¬ 
isting  ETV  assignments  at  Bowling 
Green,  Ohio  (channel  70)  and  Glen 
Ridge,  New  Jersey  (channel  77)  would 
be  treated  in  a  separate  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding.  However,  our  records  now  indi¬ 
cate  that  both  of  these  channel  assign¬ 
ments  have  been  vacated.  Therefore,  no 
further  rule  making  is  required  in  con¬ 
nection  with  footnote  NG65,  and  the 
footnote  itself  is  obsolete  and  without 
effect.  Compliance  with  the  notice  and 
procedure  provisions  of  section  553  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  there¬ 
fore  unnecessary. 

2.  This  amendment  to  the  Rules  is  is¬ 
sued  under  authority  granted  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Sections  4(1),  5(d),  303(c) 
and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  delegated  to  the 
Executive  Director  by  the  Commission 
under  S  0.231(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations. 

3.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered,  ’That,  ef¬ 
fective  August  29,  1975,  footnote  NG65 
in  S  2.106  (ff  the  rules  is  deleted. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066,  1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  803.) 

Adopted:  July  16, 1975. 

Released:  July  17, 1975. 

[seal]  Richard  D.  Lichtwardt, 

Executive  Director. 

[PR  Doc.75-19356  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  am) 
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[Docket  No.  20266;  FCO  76-844] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

AM  Station  Assignment  Standards 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
73  of  the  Commissicm’s  rules  regarding 
AM  Station  assignment  standards  re  40 
FR  29850. 

1.  The  Report  and  Order  In  the  Instant 
proceeding,  PCC  75-769,  adopted  Jime  25, 
1975,  amended  the  rules,  inter  alia,  to 
relax  the  acceptability  standards  for  ap¬ 
plications  for  new  standard  broadcast 
stations  and  for  major  changes  to  exist¬ 
ing  standard  broadcast  stations. 

2.  These  amendments  to  S  73.37(e) 
were  Intended  to  relax,  rather  than  re¬ 
strict,  the  allocations  standards  for  such 
standard  broadcast  facilities.  However, 
through  Inadvertence,  we  neglected  to 
provide  for  a  limited  class  of  applica¬ 
tions  which,  while  acceptable  imder  the 
previous  rules,  would  be  excluded  by  the 
new  standards.  Such  a  result,  of  course, 
would  run  counter  to  the  intent  of  the 
rules. 

3.  Accordingly,  we  are  correcting  Ap¬ 
pendix  B  of  the  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  20265  by  addition  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing,  which  merely  insures  that  any 
api^cation  acceptable  under  the  old 
niles  will  continue  to  be  acceptable.  In 
addition,  some  editorial  corrections  in¬ 
advertently  omitted  from  the  Report  and 
Order  are  included  herein. 

4.  Section  73.37  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  introductory  portion  of  para¬ 
graph  (e)  as  well  as  (e)  (IXiii)  and  (2) 
(iii),  by  adding  the  word  “or”  to  the  ends 
of  paragraphs  (e)  (l)(ii)  and  (2)(ii) 
and  by  adding  Note  10  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.37  Appliralions  for  broadrasi  facil¬ 
ities;  sliowin;;  required. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(e>  In  addition  to  a  demonstration  of 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  par¬ 
agraph  (a),  and,  as  appropriate,  para¬ 
graphs  (b) ,  (c)  and  (d)  of  this  section, 
an  application  for  a  new  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station,  or  for  a  major  change  (see 
9  1.571(a)  (1)  of  this  chapter)  in  an  au¬ 
thorized  standard  broadcast  station,  as 
a  condition  for  its  acceptance,  shall  make 
a  satisfactory  showing,  if  new  or  modi¬ 
fied  nighttime  operation  by  a  Class  n  or 
Class  ni  station  is  proposed,  that  ob¬ 
jectionable  interference  will  not  result 
to  any  authorized  station,  as  determined 
pursuant  to  9  73.182(0)  of  this  chapter, 
and,  for  all  classes  of  stations,  a  satis¬ 
factory  showing  as  indicated  below  for 
the  kind  of  application  submitted. 

(!)•♦* 

(ii)  *  *  •  or 

(iii)  That  at  least  20  percent  of  the 
area  or  population  of  the  community  des¬ 
ignated  in  the  application  receives  fewer 
than  two  daytime  aural  services,  from 


authorized  stations,  and  that  no  FM 
channel  is  available  for  use  in  that  com¬ 
munity. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  •  *  * 

(il)  •  •  •  or 

(iii)  That  at  least  20  percent  of  the 
area  or  population  of  the  conununity 
designated  in  the  application  receives 
fewer  than  two  aural  services  at  night 
from  authorized  stations,  and  that  no 
FM  channel  is  available  for  use  in  that 
community. 

***** 

Note  10:  Where  the  term  “aural  service” 
Is  used  In  paragraphs  (e)  (1)  (111)  and  (e)  (2) 
(111),  It  Is  Intended  to  mean  Interference- 
free  groundwave  service  provided  by  a  stand¬ 
ard  broadcast  station  with  a  field  strength 
of  6  mV/m  or  higher,  or  service  provided  by 
an  FM  broadcast  station  with  a  field  strength 
of  3.16  mV/m  (70  dBu)  or  higher.  Stations 
whose  transmitter  sites  are  located  more 
than  60  miles  from  the  nearest  boundary  of 
the  community  designated  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  shall  be  excluded  from  consideration  in 
determining  the  existence  of  such  aural 
services. 

5.  In  9  73.51  paragraph  (f)  (2)  (ii)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.51  Antenna  input  power;  how  de¬ 
termined. 

***** 

(f)  •  *  • 

(2)  *  *  *  (ii)  By  reference  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  table: 


Factor 

(F) 

MftlKKl  of 
niodiilatioii 

Maximum  rated 
carrier  iwwer 

Class  of 
ampliner 

0.70 

PlatP . 

0.25  to  1  kW . 

.80 

. do . 

2.6  kW  and  over _ 

.3.5 

Low  level.... 

0.25  kW  and  over... 

.  B 

.0.5 

. do . 

. do . 

.  BC  » 

.35 

Grid . 

. do . 

'  All  linear  ampliner  oi)eration  where  elficlency  ap- 
proaehes  that  of  class  C  o|H>ration. 

Note:  When  the  factor  F  is  obtained  from 
the  table,  this  value  shall  be  used  even 
though  the  antenna  Input  power  may  be  less 
than  the  maximum  rated  carrier  power  of  the 
transmitter. 

***** 

Adopted:  July  16,  1975. 

Released:  July  21,  1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  SE  AL  ]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19367  Filed  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  16— LIMITATION  ON  IMPORTS 
OF  MEAT 

Section  204  Import  Regulations 

The  regulations  set  forth  in  this  sub¬ 
part  are  to  assist  in  carrying  out  bilateral 


agreements  negotiated  with  governments 
of  foreign  countries  pursuant  to  section 
204  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as 
amended,  limiting  the  export  from  the 
respective  countries  and  the  importa¬ 
tion  into  the  United  States  of  certain 
meat.  The  meat  is  that  covered  by  items 
106.10  (relating  to  fresh,  chilled,  or  froz¬ 
en  cattle  meat)  and  106.20  (relating  to 
fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  meat  of  goats 
and  sheep  (except  lambs) )  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States. 

By  E.O.  11539,*  dated  June  30,  1970, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  was  author¬ 
ized,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  and  the  Special  Represent¬ 
ative  for  Trade  Negotiations,  to  issue 
regulations  governing  the  entry  or  with¬ 
drawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
in  the  United  States  of  meat  to  carry  out 
such  bilateral  agreements  and  to  request 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs  to  imple¬ 
ment  such  action. 

This  regulation  is  to  assist  in  the 
carrying  out  of  bilateral  agreements 
negotiated  with  the  Governments  of 
Australia  and  New  Zealand  pursuant  to 
such  authority  by  prohibiting  the  im¬ 
portation  during  the  remainder  of  the 
calendar  year  1975  of  such  meat  which 
is  the  product  of  these  countries  except 
such  meat  exported  from  these  countries 
as  direct  shipments  to  the  United  States 
on  original  through  bills  of  lading. 

The  action  taken  herewith  has  been 
determined  to  involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  States.  There¬ 
fore,  this  regulation  falls  within  the 
foreign  affairs  exception  to  the  notice 
and  effective  date  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
553  and  shall  become  effective  £is  set 
forth  below. 

New  Subpart,  Section  204  Import 
Regulations,  Part  26,  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

Sec. 

16.1  General. 

16.2  Definitions. 

16.3  Transshipment  restrictions. 

16.4  Effective  date. 

Authoritt:  Sec.  204,  Pub.  L.  640,  84th 
Cong.,  70  Stat.  200,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
1864)  and  Executive  Order  11639  (36  FR 
10733). 

§  16.1  General. 

The  regulati9ns  set  forth  in  this  sub¬ 
part  are  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Ag¬ 
riculture,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 


»36  FR  10733,  3  CFR,  1966-1970  Comp.,  p. 
937. 
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Secretarj'  of  State  and  Special  Repre¬ 
sentative  for  Trade  Negotiations.  The 
Commissioner  of  Customs  has  been  re¬ 
quested  to  take  such  action  as  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  implement  these  regulations. 

§  16.2  Deiinitions. 

The  following  terms  shall  have  the 
meaning  set  forth  in  this  section: 

(a)  “Meat”  means  fresh,  chilled,  or 
frozen  cattle  meat  (item  106.10  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States) 
and  fresh  chilled,  or  frozen  meat  of  goats 
and  sheep,  except  lambs  (item  106.20 
of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States). 

(b)  “United  States”  means  the  50 
states  of  the  United  States,  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  Puerto  Rico. 

§  16.3  Transshipment  restrictions. 

No  meat  which  is  the  product  of 
Australia  or  New  Zealand  may  be  en¬ 
tered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse, 
for  consumption  in  the  United  States 
during  the  remainder  of  the  calendar 
year  1975,  except  direct  shipments  of 
such  meat  destined  to  the  United  States 
on  an  original  through  bill  of  lading. 

§  16.4  Effective  date. 

This  regulation  shall  become  effective 
July  24.  1975  but  shall  not  apply  to  meat 
released  tmder  tiie  provisions  of  section 
448(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19 
U5.C.  1448(b) )  prior  to  such  date. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  July  1975. 

Earl  L.  Butz, 
Secretary. 

JFR  Doc.75-19224  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lemon  Reg.  3] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

TTiis  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Callfomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  July  27-Aug.  2, 
1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketinjg  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order 
No.  910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed 
was  arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the 
total  available  supply  of  lemons,  the 
quantity  of  lemons  currently  available 
for  market,  the  fresh  market  demand 
for  lemons,  lemon  prices,  and  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  sesaon  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  lemons. 

§  910.303  Lemon  Regulation  3. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  i»ovlslons  of  the 


Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Lemon  Administrative  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  upon  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  limitation  of  handling  of  such 
lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be 
marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  sit¬ 
uation  confronting  the  lemon  industry, 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  is  steady 
this  week.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was  $6.01 
per  carton  the  week  ended  July  19,  1975, 
compared  to  $6.05  per  carton  the  pre¬ 
vious  week.  Track  and  rolling  supplies  at 
160  cars  were  down  69  cars  from  last 
week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  lemons  which  may  be  handled 
should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  August  25, 1975  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  w’hen  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  lemons  and 
the  need  for  regulation;  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  sub¬ 
mit  information  and  views  at  tWs  meet¬ 
ing;  the  recommendation  and  support¬ 
ing  information  for  regulation  during 
the  period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
regulation,  including  its  effective  time, 
are  identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  and  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  lemons;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
regulation  effective  during  the  period 
herein  specified;  and  compliance  with 


this  regulation  will  not  require  any  spe¬ 
cial  preparation  on  the  part  of  persons 
subject  hereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  July  22,  1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period 
July  27,  1975,  through  August  2,  1975,  is 
hereby  fixed  at  280,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
and  “carton (s)  ”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-19511  Piled  7-24-75;8:46  am] 


[Lime  Regulation  8] 

PART  911— LIMES  GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 
Limitation  of  Handling 

Preamble.  This  regulation  fixes  the 
quantity  of  Florida  limes  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  July  27-August 
2,  1975.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  911.  The  quantity  of  limes  so 
fixed  was  arrived  at  after  consideration 
of  the  total  available  supply  of  Florida 
limes,  the  quantity  currently  available 
for  market,  lime  prices,  and  the  relation¬ 
ship  of  season  average  returns  to  the 
parity  price  for  Florida  limes. 

§911.408  Lime  Regulation  8. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  911,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
911;  37  F.R.  10497),  regulating  the 
handling  of  limes  grown  in  Florida,  effec¬ 
tive  tmder  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Florida  Lime  Administrative 
Committee,  established  tmder  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  handling  of  such  limes,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantity  of  limes  that  may  be 
marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  situ¬ 
ation  confronting  the  Florida  lime  in¬ 
dustry. 

(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  limes  which  it  deems  advis¬ 
able  to  be  handled  during  the  succeeding 
week.  Such  recommendation  results  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  eniunerated 
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in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  fresh  market  demand  for  limes 
is  weak  and  sluggish  for  the  current  week 
because  of  heavy  rain  in  several  major 
markets.  Fresh  shipments  for  the  weeks 
ended  July  19,  1975  and  July  12,  1975, 
were  31,134  bushels  and  30,623  bushels, 
respectively. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  quantity 
of  limes  which  may  be  handled  should  be 
fixed  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  intei'est  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rulemaking  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  regulation  until  30  days  after 
publication  hereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  n.S.C.  553)  because  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  regulation  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  regulation  must  become  effec¬ 
tive  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a 
reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under  the 
circumstances,  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  committee 
held  an  open  meeting  during  the  current 
week,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
for  Florida  limes,  and  the  need  for  regu¬ 
lation;  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  submit  information 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  information 
for  regulation  during  the  period  specified 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was 
held;  the  provisions  of  this  regulation, 
including  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among 
handlers  of  such  limes;  it  is  necessary, 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  regulation  effec¬ 
tive  during  the  period  herein  specified; 
and  compliance  with  this  regulation  will 
not  require  any  special  preparation  on 
the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  July  22, 1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  limes 
grown  in  Florida  which  may  be  handled 
during  the  period  July  27,  1975,  through 
August  2,  1975,  is  hereby  fixed  at  27,500 
bushels. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  ‘‘handled” 
and  “limes”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  “bushel” 
means  55  pounds  of  limes. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  8t«t.  31,  as  amended;  7  U  S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

[PB  Doc.76-19400  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  am) 


CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MILK),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  (PARTS  1000- 

1199) 

[Docket  No.  AO-361-A14] 

PART  1030— MILK  IN  THE  CHICAGO 
REGIONAL  MARKETING  AREA 

-Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Marketing  Agreement  and  to  Order 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreement  and  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Chicago  Regional 
marketing  area.  The  hearing  was  held, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  (7 
CFR  Part  900),  at  Madison,  Wisconsin, 
on  June  3-4,  1975  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  on  May  12,  1975  (40  FR 
21033). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Associate  Administrator  on 
July  8, 1975,  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
his  recommended  decision  containing 
notice  of  the  opportunity  to  file  written 
exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  recommended  decision  are  hereby  ap¬ 
proved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth  in 
full  herein,  subject  to  the  following  mod¬ 
ifications; 

1.  A  new  paragraph  is  added  after  the 
sixth  paragraph  imder  the  heading — 
“Revision  of  limits  on  diversion  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk”. 

The  material  Issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Pool  plant  performance  standards  for 
supply  plants. 

2.  Revision  of  limits  on  diversion  of  pro- 
diicer  milk. 

3.  Need  for  emergency  action. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
mi  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof: 

1.  Pool  plant  performarice  standards 
for  supply  plants.  The  provisions  of  the 
order  pertaining  to  supply  plant  per¬ 
formance  for  pool  plant  status  should  be 
modified  as  follows : 

(a)  The  minimum  proportion  of  the 
Grade  A  milk  received  from  dairy  farm¬ 
ers  at  a  pool  supply  plant  or  imit  of  sup¬ 
ply  plants  that  is  shipped  to  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  should  be: 

30  percent  for  September,  35  percent  for 
October  and  November,  25  percent  for  Decem¬ 
ber,  and  20  percent  for  all  other  months. 

A  supply  plant  that  is  a  pool  plant  dur¬ 
ing  each  of  the  months  of  August  through 
March  should  be  pei'mitted  to  retain  its 
pool  status  for  each  of  the  following 
months  of  April  through  July  even 
though  no  shipments  are  made  to  pool 
distributing  plants  during  such  four 
months  of  seasonally  higher  production. 

(b)  Each  supply  plant  in  a  “unit” 
should  be  required  to  ship  to  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  the  following  minimum 


percentages  of  its  receipts  of  Grade  A 
milk  from  dairy  farmers: 

15  percent  for  each  of  the  months  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  October,  and  November; 

10  percent  for  each  of  the  mouths  of  Janu¬ 
ary,  Febimary,  March,  August,  and  December. 

No  required  shipments  should  apply 
to  the  months  of  April  through  July  for 
individual  plants  within  a  unit.  If  for  any 
month,  the  operator  of  a  “unit”  supply 
plant  fails  to  meet  the  required  shipping 
percentage,  such  plant  should  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  “unit”  and  the  milk  as¬ 
sociated  with  such  plant  should  not  be 
pooled  for  such  month. 

(c)  No  change  should  be  made  in  the 
provision  giving  authority  to  the  Director 
of  the  Dairy  Division  to  adjust  the  pool¬ 
ing  standards  applicable  during  any  of 
the  months  of  August  through  March  by 
as  much  as  10  percentage  points  if  he 
finds  such  action  necessary  to  obtain 
needed  shipments  or  to  prevent  imeco- 
nomic  shipments. 

The  present  order  shipping  percentage 
requirements  for  a  supply  plant  to  qual¬ 
ify  as  a  pool  plant  are : 

40  percent  for  September,  October,  and 
November,  and  30  percent  for  all  other 
months. 

In  addition,  a  supply  plant  which 
meets  the  shipping  requirements  for  pool 
plant  status  during  each  of  the  months 
of  August  through  December  and  which 
ships  not  less  than  20  percent  of  its  re¬ 
ceipts  of  Grade  A  milk  during  each  of  the 
months  of  January,  February,  and  March 
to  pool  distributing  plants  may  continue 
to  be  a  pocd  plant  without  shipments, 
during  the  April-July  r>erlod. 

Each  supply  plant  in  a  "unit”  is  pres¬ 
ently  requh^  to  ship  or  transship  to  pool 
distributing  plants  the  following  percent¬ 
ages  of  its  producer  milk: 

20  percent  In  each  of  the  months  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  October,  and  November; 

15  percent  In  each  of  the  months  of  August 
and  December;  and 

10  percent  for  each  of  the  months  of  Jan¬ 
uary,  February,  and  March. 

If  a  supply  plant  in  a  unit  fails  to  meet 
the  individual  shipping  percentage  in  any 
month,  the  milk  associated  with  such 
plant  is  not  included  in  the  pool  in  such 
month. 

The  modifications  of  the  shipping  re¬ 
quirements  for  pool  supply  plants 
adopted  herein  were  proposed  and  sup¬ 
ported  by  a  group  of  cooperatives  repre¬ 
senting  a  large  majority  of  the  producers 
in  the  Chicago  Regional  market. 

In  support  of  the  revision  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  pooling  the  milk  received 
at  supply  plants,  witnesses  of  the  pro¬ 
ponent  cooperatives  testified  that  toeir 
proposed  adjustments  were  necessary  to 
obviate  uneconomic  shipments  of  milk 
and  to  “tailor  the  supply  of  milk  to  the 
fluid  demand.”  Increased  supplies  of 
producer  milk  were  attributed  to  (a)  in¬ 
creased  average  daily  delivery  per  pro¬ 
ducer  and  (b)  the  spread  between  the 
order  blend  prices  and  the  Grade  B  prices 
in  the  production  area  which  has  en¬ 
couraged  dairy  farmers  producing  Grade 
B  milk  to  meet  Grade  A  standards  and 
becmne  producers  under  the  Chicago  Re¬ 
gional  milk  order.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
receipts  of  milk  from  producers  during 
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each  of  the  months  of  January.  Febru¬ 
ary,  and  March  1975  exceeded  receipts 
for  these  months  during  1974  by  nine 
percent. 

In  illustration  of  the  supply-demand 
problem  the  market  faces  the  coopera¬ 
tive’s  witness  reported  the  percentages  of 
receipts  shipped  to  distributing  plants  by 
“AMPI-Agency”  supply  plants  for  the 
August-March  1974-75  period  and  for 
comparison  the  1975-76  estimated  figures 
for  the  1975-76  August-March  period. 
These  figures  are  summarized  below  to¬ 
gether  with  comparable  data  for  the 
1972-73  period. 


1972-73 «  1974-75  Estimated 

(percent)  (percent)  1975-76 

(percent) 


Aiva«t  .  3.5.7  3.5.6  33.6 

September _  43. 1  41. 0  37. 9 

October _ _  47.0  4,5.5  42.7 

November . .  51.0  43.9  40.3 

December _  44. 5  38. 8  37. 0 

January .  44.7  39.8  38.3 

Februarj' .  41.3  37.4  35.9 

March .  36.8  NA  31.8 


>  Offieial  notice  is  taken  of  final  decision  appearing  in 
38  FR 18682. 

The  1975-76  estimated  figures  were 
based  on  the  assumption  that  receipts 
of  producer  milk  would  continue  to  in¬ 
crease  during  the  coming  August-March 
1975-76  period  over  the  previous  year, 
but  at  a  lesser  rate  than  was  shown  for 
January-Pebruary  1975  compared  to  a 
year  earlier.  Proponents  points  out  that, 
at  the  request  of  cooperatives,  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Dairy  Division  had  determined 
that  the  shipping  percentages  for  both 
Individual  supply  plants  and  “unit”  sup¬ 
ply  plants  should  be  lowered  from  5  to  10 
percent  for  the  month  of  March  and  for 
the  months  of  August  through  Novem¬ 
ber  1974. 

Another  witness  for  the  cooperatives 
presented  an  exhibit  showdng  ^at  pro¬ 
duction  of  Grade  A  milk  in  24  Wisconsin 
coimties  wdthln  the  Chicago  Regional 
production  area,  but  outside  the  defined 
marketing  area,  had  increased  approxi¬ 
mately  200  million  poimds  between  1972 
and  1974 — ^from  a  total  annual  produc¬ 
tion  of  2.3  billion  to  2.5  billion  poimds. 
Some  of  this  milk  was  pooled  In  other 
markets  and  thus  was  not  a  part  of  the 
Chicago  Regional  market  pool,  however. 

For  the  Chicago  Regicmal  market  as  a 
whole  the  proportifm  of  supply  plant  milk 
receipts  shipped  to  all  distributing  plants 
was  39.7  percent.  48.5  percent,  and  39.9 
percent,  respectively,  for  the  three-year 
August-March  period  of  1972-73  through 
1974-75. 

Total  producer  milk  pooled  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago  Regional  market  has  increased  each 
month  over  the  same  month  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  year  beginning  in  July  1974.  For 
the  August-March  1974-75  period  the 
average  total  milk  pooled  monthly  in  the 
Chicago  Regional  market  Increased  8.5 
percent  over  the  August-March  1973-74 
period — ^fran  a  monthly  average  of  617.6 
mflUnn  pounds  In  the  1973-74  period  to 
670.2  million  pounds  in  1974-75.  The  av¬ 
erage  number  of  producers  on  the  market 
Increased  by  4.1  percent  (666  producers) 


for  the  August-March  1974-75  period 
compared  to  the  same  period  a  year 
earlier. 

Receipts  at  distributing  plants  directly 
from  farms  of  producers  during  the  Au¬ 
gust-March  period  have  decreased  in 
each  of  the  past  three  years  for  both 
plants  in  the  Chicago  metropolitan  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  market  and  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  market.  Direct  receipts 
from  farms  at  Chicago  metropolitan  area 
distributing  plants  represented  30.0  per¬ 
cent,  25.1  percent,  and  24.2  percent,  re¬ 
spectively.  of  the  total  receipts  at  such 
plants  during  the  past  three  August- 
March  periods.  Direct  receipts  from 
farms  at  other  distributing  plants  were 
65.6  percent,  58.6  percent,  and  57.5  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  of  the  total  receipts  at 
such  plants  during  the  same  three  Au¬ 
gust-March  periods. 

The  percent  of  total  producer  receipts 
classified  as  Class  I  for  the  years  1972- 
1974  was  42  percent.  43  percent  and  38 
percent,  respectively.  A  comparison  of  the 
average  Class  1  utilization  of  producer 
receipts  for  the  first  three  months  of  each 
of  the  past  three  years  shows  a  continu¬ 
ing  decrease,  as  follows;  1973,  43  percent, 
1974,  42  percent,  and  1975,  38  percent. 

The  market  statistics  clearly  indicate 
that  during  the  i>ast  10  months  (June 
1974  through  March  1975),  total  pro¬ 
ducer  receipts  have  increased,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  producers  has  increased.  Class  I 
utilization  percentage  of  total  receipts 
has  decreased,  and  the  percentage  of 
total  receipts  at  distributing  plants  re¬ 
ceived  directly  from  farms  has  decreased. 

Dairy  farmers  in  the  milkshed,  partic¬ 
ularly  in  Wisconsin,  have  foimd  it  is  to 
their  economic  advantage  to  Improve 
their  production  facilities  to  meet  (ilrade 
A  inspection  requirements.  They  have 
also  found  the  means,  after  converting 
from  Grade  B  to  Grade  A,  of  associating 
their  milk  wdth  plsmts  pooled  on  the 
Chicago  Regional  market — thus  becom¬ 
ing  producers  on  the  market. 

While  one  purpose  of  the  Federal  order 
is  to  insure  an  adequate  supply  of  Grade 
A  milk  for  the  market,  it  is  equally  im¬ 
portant  as  a  necessary  tool  for  maintain¬ 
ing  orderly  marketing  conditions. 

On  the  basis  of  a  hearing  record  of 
April  11-12,  1973,  shipping  percentages 
for  supply  plants  were  Increased  for  the 
August-December  period  of  1973.  Sub¬ 
sequently,  supply  plant  shipping  require¬ 
ments  for  the  months  of  August  and  Sep¬ 
tember  1974  were  decreased  10  percent¬ 
age  points,  and  for  the  months  of  Octo- 
ber-November  1974  five  percentage 
points,  by  action  of  the  Director  of  the 
Dairy  Division. 

The  supply-demand  situation  in  the 
Chicago  Regional  market  has  been  dis¬ 
torted  during  much  of  the  past  three 
years — ^mostly  as  a  result  of  the  continu¬ 
ing  increase  in  Grade  A  milk  in  this  area 
as  manufacturing  plants  convert  their 
Grade  B  supplies  to  Grade  A.  As  stated 
previously,  total  producer  receipts  for  the 
August-March  1974-75  period  were  8.5 
percent  higher  than  for  the  same  period 
a  year  earlier  and  producer  numbers  in¬ 
creased  4.1  percent  (666). 


It  is  not  practical  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  existing  in  this  market  to  pro¬ 
vide  pooling  standards  which  do  not  rea¬ 
sonably  accommodate  the  pooling  of  the 
qualified  milk  seeking  to  share  in  the 
pool.  Unless  milk  is  permitted  access  to 
the  market,  serious  market  disorders  will 
develop  as  supplies  compete  for  available 
qualifying  outlets. 

A  reduction  fn  the  shipping  percent¬ 
ages  for  pooling  supply  plants  during  the 
August-March  period  will  allow  greater 
flexibility  in  milk  procurement  as  among 
supply  plants  by  operators  of  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  in  the  market  and 
should  reduce  to  a  minimum  uneconomic 
movements  of  milk  which  otherwise  will 
be  made  solely  for  the  purpose  of  main¬ 
taining  pooling  eligibility.  If  the  ship¬ 
ping  requirements  prescribed  by  the 
order  are  set  too  high  to  accommodate 
the  pooling  of  the  plants  which  have 
associated  with  the  market,  pool  distrib¬ 
uting  plants  will  curtail  direct  receipts 
of  producer  milk  in  favor  of  supply  plant 
milk.  To  accomplish  this  end.  milk  nor¬ 
mally  received  direclty  may  be  diverted 
for  manufacturing  use.  Through  this 
procedure,  the  market  can  accommodate 
the  pooling  of  a  greater  volume  of  milk 
than  would  otherwise  be  the  case.  This 
procedure  is  currently  being  employed 
by  both  proprietary  and  cooperative 
handlers. 

The  order  should  not  be  structured  so 
that  it  encourages  uneconomic  practices 
as  a  means  of  compromising  the  intent 
of  the  pooling  standards.  Under  the  cur¬ 
rent  supply  conditions  in  this  market, 
supply  plant  shipping  standards  appro¬ 
priately  should  be  modified  to  eliminate 
the  need  for  uneconomic  movements  of 
milk. 

Under  the  present  order  provisions  a 
new  supply  plant  entering  the  market 
during  the  months  of  April  through  July 
must  meet  a  30  percent  shipping  per¬ 
centage  during  each  of  these  months  to 
qualify  as  a  pool  plant.  This  standard 
should  be  decreased  10  percentage 
points — i.e.,  to  20  percent.  The  shipping 
percentage  requirements  for  new  supply 
plants  during  the  April-July  period 
should  not  require  higher  shipments 
than  are  established  for  the  months  of 
August,  January,  February,  and  March. 
To  provide  a  higher  shipping  percentage 
for  the  seasonally  high  production 
months  of  April  through  July  than  in 
other  months  would  be  both  unreason¬ 
able  and  Inappropriate. 

Lower  shipping  percentages  for  in¬ 
dividual  plants  in  a  system  of  supply 
plants  pooled  as  a  unit  are  also  needed. 
With  these  modifications,  the  structure 
of  the  present  order,  including  the  “call” 
provision,  appears  at  this  time  and  on 
this  record  to  provide  reasonable  assur¬ 
ance  that  operators  of  all  supply  plants 
will  move  milk  to  distributing  plants 
when  needed.  Lower  shipping  percent¬ 
ages  for  individual  plants  in  a  “unit”  of 
supply  plants  will  implement  flexibility 
In  milk  procurement  and  should  reduce 
to  a  minimum  the  circumstances  of  un¬ 
economic  movements  of  milk  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  maintaining  pool  plant 
status. 
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One  cooperative  witness  proposed  the 
elimination  of  any  shipping  percentage 
requirements  for  individual  supply 
plants  within  a  “unit,”  "nie  proponent 
contended  that  “the  controlling  factor 
that  determines  the  volume  of  milk  that 
can  be  pooled  through  such  imit  is  the 
shipping  percentage  requirement  applied 
to  the  unit  as  a  whole,  which  is  the  same 
as  is  specified  for  an  individual  supply 
plant  not  included  in  a  unit.”  He  sug¬ 
gested  that  “specification  of  a  minimum 
shipping  reqiiirement  for  individual 
plants  of  such  unit  will  not  vary  the 
amoimt  of  milk  of  the  unit”  and  that 
any  shipping  percentage  requirements 
for  individual  plants  within  a  imit  “only 
serves  to  defeat  and  limit  the  efficiencies 
in  milk  marketing  that  ought  to  be 
gained  and  realized  through  the  use  of 
the  imit  pooling  device.” 

With  the  continuing  transition  of 
Grade  B  milk  to  Grade  A  in  the  Chicago 
Regional  market  production  area,  order¬ 
ly  marketing  conditions  can  be  main¬ 
tained  only  under  circumstances  where 
$dl  of  the  qualified  milk  seeking  to  pool 
under  the  order  is  accommodated.  It  is 
the  ever-increasing  volume  of  milk  as¬ 
sociating  with  the  pool  that  has  neces¬ 
sitated  the  reduction  in  shipping  require¬ 
ments.  Under  usual  circumstances,  with 
system  pooling,  it  would  appear  unneces¬ 
sary  to  require  individual  plant  perform¬ 
ance  within  a  qualified  unit.  This  seem¬ 
ingly  would  implement  maximum 
efficiency  of  operation  by  permitting 
“unit”  handlers  to  ship  milk  only  from 
the  most  favorably  located  plants. 

Handlers  with  manufacturing  facilities 
strive  to  maximize  manufacturing  effi¬ 
ciency  keeping  their  plants  operating 
near  capacity.  Withdrawal  of  milk  from 
a  manufacturing  operation  for  shipment 
to  the  fluid  market  generally  results  in 
some  additional  cost  through  loss  of  ef¬ 
ficiency,  or  product  return.  Unless  the 
conditions  of  regulation  are  applied  uni¬ 
formly  to  all  plants,  some  plant  opera¬ 
tors  will  experience  financial  gain  at  the 
expense  of  others  in  the  absence  of  indi¬ 
vidual  plant  requirements. 

The  record  of  this  hearing  is  limited 
to  consideration  of  the  matter  of  adjust¬ 
ing  shipping  requirements.  Without  spe¬ 
cific  shipping  requirements,  some  oUier 
means  of  appropriately  apportioning  the 
responsibility  of  fully  supplying  the  fluid 
ne^s  of  the  market  equally  upon  all 
handlers  (Including  operating  coopera¬ 
tives)  ,  would  be  required.  It  is  unavoid¬ 
able  therefore,  that  individual  plant 
shipping  requirements  be  continued  at 
this  time.  However,  because  of  the  in¬ 
creased  supply  relative  to  fluid  demand 
and  the  reduction  in  overall  shipping  re¬ 
quirements  as  herein  provided,  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  that  the  individual  plant  ship¬ 
ping  requirements  within  a  unit  al^  be 
lowered.  Unless  this  is  done  the  intent  of 
the  lower  overall  shipping  requirements 
might  not  be  fully  realized. 

As  recommended  in  this  decision,  ship¬ 
ping  percentages  for  Individual  plants 
within  a  “unit”  would  be  reduced  to  re¬ 
quire  only  IS  percent  of  receipts  to  be 
shipped  to  pool  distributing  plants  dur¬ 


ing  September,  October,  and  November 
and  10  percent  during  January,  Febru¬ 
ary,  March,  August,  and  Decembw.  Eiven 
though  these  shipping  percentages  are 
nominal,  they  are  necessary  to  promote 
equity  as  between  handlers  and  among 
producers  under  the  current  market 
structure. 

Witnesses  testifying  regarding  the 
low’erlng  of  shipping  percentages  for  sup¬ 
ply  plants  were  in  general  support  of 
such  changes.  One  handler  witness,  how¬ 
ever,  did  oppose  the  lowering  of  the  ship¬ 
ping  percentages  requirements  for  sup¬ 
ply  plants  to  become  pool  plants.  Such 
opposition  was  based  on  the  opinion  that 
the  market  already  had  too  many  pro¬ 
ducers  and  thus  too  much  milk.  A  con¬ 
cern  was  expressed  by  this  handler  that 
under  the  marketwide  pooling  of  pro¬ 
ceeds,  as  provided  in  this  order,  an  In- 
equit^le  situation  Is  created  as  among 
hfuidlers. 

This  is  not  the  case.  Equity  as  among 
handlers  is  provided  in  the  order  by 
establishing  tiie  same  price  for  tlie  same 
use  and  test  of  milk  for  all  handlers.  The 
fact  that  one  handler  may  utilize  90  per¬ 
cent  of  his  receipts  frcwn  producers  in 
Class  I,  while  a  competitor’s  Class  I  utili¬ 
zation  is  only  50  percent  does  not  mean 
the  order  has  created  an  inequitable 
situation  as  between  these  two  handlers. 
On  the  contrary,  each  handler  pays  the 
same  uniform  price  for  his  receipts  from 
producers  utill^d  as  Class  I  and  likewise 
the  same  uniform  class  prices  for  the 
milk  utilized  in  Class  n  and  Class  m. 
The  fact  that  producers  are  paid  on  the 
weighted  average  Class  use  value  pf  milk 
by  all  handlers  does  not  affect  the  price 
handlers  are  charged  for  each  cla^  of 
milk.  While  the  lowering  of  shipping  per¬ 
centages  required  of  supply  plants  for 
pooling  may  permit  additional  dairy 
farmers  to  become  associated  with  the 
market  as  producers,  such  additions  of 
producers  will  not  affect  a  handler’s  cost 
of  milk  under  the  Order. 

The  proposal  to  modify  the  authority 
of  the  Director  of  the  Dairy  Division  to 
incresise  or  decrease  the  shipping  per¬ 
centage  of  individual  and  “unit”  supply 
plants  from  the  present  10  percent^e 
points  to  15  percentage  points  should  not 
be  adopted.  Several  witnesses  opposing 
any  change  in  this  provision  held  any 
change  of  more  than  10  percentage 
points  appropriately  should  be  made  only 
through  the  use  of  the  public  hearing 
procedure. 

As  previously  recommended  in  this 
decision,  supply  plants  not  in  a  unit 
would  be  required  to  ship  a  minimum  of 
20  percent  of  their  Grade  A  receipts  from 
producers  to  pool  distributing  plants  to 
qualify  as  pocd  plants  during  each  of 
the  months  of  January  through  August; 
30  percent  for  September;  35  percent  for 
the  montlis  of  October  and  November 
and  25  percent  for  December.  A  decrease, 
or  increase,  of  these  percentages  by  as 
many  as  10  percentage  points  by  action 
of  the  Director  permits  a  sufficienUy 
wide  range  of  adjustment  in  the  require¬ 
ments  regarding  pooling  of  such  supply 
plants.  The  present  authority  of  the  Di¬ 


rector  should  accomodate  any  foresee¬ 
able  short  term  change  in  the  market 
supply-demand  situation  that  may  de¬ 
velop.  Since  the  provision,  sometimes 
referred  to  as  the  “call  provision”  was 
adopted,  shipping  percentages  have 
been  increas^  only  twice  (December 
1973  and  January  1974)  and  then  only 
by  5  percentage  points. 

Individual  supply  plants  in  a  unit,  as 
recommended  herein,  need  ship  for  pool¬ 
ing  only  10  percent  of  their  Grade  A  re¬ 
ceipts  from  producers  to  pool  distributing 
plants  during  January,  February,  March, 
August  and  December;  and  only  15  per¬ 
cent  during  October,  November,  and  De¬ 
cember.  It  is  difficult  to  conceive  of  cir¬ 
cumstances  which  would  require  an  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  in  such  requirements 
by  more  than  10  percentage  points.  If 
this  should  occur  the  matter  most  appro¬ 
priately  should  be  fully  explored  in  a 
public  hearing.  There  is  no  evident  need 
to  extend  the  Director’s  authority  to  ad¬ 
just  shipping  requirements. 

2.  Revision  of  limits  on  diversion  of 
•producer  milk.  The  diversion  provisions 
should  be  modified  to  provide  that  the 
operator  of  a  pool  plant  or  a  cooperative 
association  may  divert  that  quantity  of 
milk  of  a  producer  that  does  not  exceed ; 

(a)  During  each  of  the  mcmths  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  October,  and  November  twice 
the  quantity  of  such  producer’s  milk 
received  in  the  pool  plant  from  which 
diverted;  and 

(b)  During  each  of  the  months  of  De¬ 
cember  through  August  four  times  the 
quantity  of  such  producer’s  milk  received 
in  the  pool  plant  fitxn  which  diverted. 

The  provision  permitting  unlimited  di¬ 
versions  during  the  months  of  April 
through  July  for  producers  with  an 
established  relationship  with  the  market 
during  the  short  production  months 
should  be  retained. 

The  order  currently  limits  the  diver¬ 
sion  of  any  producer’s  milk  to  nonpool 
plants  during  the  months  of  April 
through  December  to  an  amount  not 
more  than  the  quantity  of  such  pro¬ 
ducer’s  milk  received  in  the  pool  plant 
for  such  month.  Such  limit  does  not 
apply,  however,  during  the  months  of 
April  through  July  with  respect  to  any 
producer  who  delivered  milk  to  a  pool 
plant  at  anytime  during  the  previous 
August-December  period  and  who  sub¬ 
sequently  maintained  producer  status, 
without  interruption  for  more  than  30 
consecutive  days.  During  the  months  of 
January,  February,  and  Idarch  diversion 
of  any  producer’s  milk  may  not  exceed  70 
percent  of  the  volume  of  suidi  producer’s 
milk  pooled  during  the  month. 

The  proponent  cooperatives’  proposed 
modification  of  the  present  diversion  pro¬ 
vision  would  remove  the  months  of  Au¬ 
gust  and  December  from  the  April 
through  December  period  and  add  such 
months  to  the  period  when  the  70  per¬ 
cent  rule  applies. 

Another  cooperative  proposed  that  di¬ 
version  limitations  be  “geared”  to  the 
percentage  shipping  requirements  lor 
pooling  supply  plants.  Thus,  when  the 
supply  plant  shipping  percentages  re- 
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quire  20  percent  of  receipts  to  be  moved 
to  pool  distributing  plants  (January, 
February,  March,  and  August)  diversion 
of  any  producer’s  milk  could  not  exceed 
80  percent  of  ttie  total  production  of  such 
a  producer.  Diversion  of  up  to  100  per¬ 
cent  could  be  made  April  through  July; 
70  percent  in  September;  65  percent  in 
October  and  November;  and  75  percent  in 
December.  This  cooperative  also  would 
eUminate  the  shipping  percentage  re¬ 
quirements  for  individual  supply  plants 
within  a  “unit.” 

For  reasons  set  forth  in  the  previous 
findings  modifying  the  shipping  require¬ 
ments,  it  is  desirable  to  implement,  inso¬ 
far  as  possible,  the  diversion  to  nonpool 
manufacturing  plants  of  the  milk  asso¬ 
ciated  with  supply  plants  which  is  not 
moved  to  pool  distributing  plants.  Many 
of  the  supply  plants  in  this  market  serve 
solely  in  a  milk  assembly  role  in  moving 
milk  from  the  production  area  to  bot¬ 
tling  plants,  and  as  a  conduit  for  the 
pooling  of  milk  supplies,  and  do  not  have 
manufacturing  facilities. 

An  exceptor  urged  that  diversion  of  a 
producer’s  milk  be  limited  to  60  iiercent 
during  each  of  the  months  of  September 
through  November,  rather  than  the  two- 
thirds  limit  proposed  in  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision,  on  the  basis  that  pool 
distributing  plants  might  need  milk  if 
supplies  should  decrease  dining  these 
months  when  production  is  lowest.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  lowering  the  percent  of 
producer  milk  that  may  be  diverted  dur¬ 
ing  these  three  months  could  have  the 
effect  of  causing  uneconomic  movements 
of  milk  to  qualify  it  for  pooling  consider¬ 
ing  the  present  supply-demand  situa¬ 
tion  in  this  market.  Since  a  supply  plant 
in  a  “unit”  only  need  ship  a  minimum  of 
15  percent  of  its  producer  receipts  to  pool 
distributing  plants  to  qualify  as  a  pool 
plant  during  Sept^nber  through  Novem¬ 
ber,  it  is  reasonable  not  to  restrict  diver¬ 
sions  to  less  than  the  two-thirds  limit 
proposed  in  the  recommended  decision. 
The  pool  Plant  performance  provisions 
of  the  order  adequately  encourage  move¬ 
ment  of  the  needed  milk  supplies  to  pool 
distributing  plants. 

Some  restraint,  however,  must  be  re¬ 
tained  to  deter  any  practice  of  “pool 
riding”  during  the  flush  production 
months;  Le..  associating  with  the  pool, 
for  the  single  purpose  ot  shsuing  in  the 
higher  Class  I  proceeds,  milk  Intended 
solely  for  manufacturing  use.  This  can 
most  appropriately  be  accomplished  by 
retaining  diversion  limitations  for  other 
than  established  producers.  It  is  not 
practical  therefore  to  adopt  the  sug¬ 
gested  procedure  of  “gearing”  diversion 
limitations  directly  to  the  shipping  re¬ 
quirements  for  pool  supply  plants. 

The  cooperative’s  suggestion  that  one 
days’  delivery  of  milk  on  April  1  should 
quidify  a  dairy  farmer  as  a  producer 
the  balance  of  the  April-July  period  is 
not  an  appropriate  provision,  imder  the 
circumstances,  in  this  market.  The  flnd- 
IngB  discussing  the  need  to  retain  mini¬ 
mum  shipping  percentages  for  pooling 
Individual  supply  plants  within  a  “unit” 
are  equally  applicable  in  the  matter  of 


diversion  limitations.  As  a  matter  of 
equity  it  is  necessary  that  a  reasonable 
association  with  the  market  be  required 
in  order  that  a  dairy  farmer  qualify  as  a 
producer  and  share  in  Class  I  proceeds  of 
the  market.  The  order  provisions,  as 
herein  proposed,  provide  minimum  and 
reasonable  standards  of  association  with 
the  market,  which  should  give  easy  ac¬ 
cess  to  dairy  farmers  to  become  pro¬ 
ducers  on  the  Chicago  Regional  market. 
At  the  same  time  they  appropriately  pre¬ 
serve  the  integrity  of  the  regulation  by 
requiring  evidence  of  performance  as  a 
condition  of  pooling. 

’The  modifications  herein  provided  will 
minimize  the  incident  of  receipt  of  un¬ 
needed  quantities  of  milk  at  pool  plants 
and  subsequent  back-haul  to  manufac¬ 
turing  plants,  which  commonly  now  oc¬ 
curs,  for  the  single  puniose  of  maintain¬ 
ing  producer  status  for  dairy  farmers 
with  an  established  association  with  the 
fiuid  market. 

3.  Need  for  emergency  action.  There 
is  no  need  to  omit  the  issuance  of  a 
recommended  decision  as  requested. 

The  request  for  emergency  action  by 
proponents  was  based  on  the  view  that 
the  Department  would  not  have  sufiBcient 
time  after  the  hearing  to  issue  both  a 
recommended  and  final  decision  and 
make  any  action  taken  effective  by  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975.  Most  witnesses  opposed 
omission  of  a  recommended  decision. 

Interested  parties  should  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  file  exceptions  to  the  action 
recommended  herein.  It  now  appears 
feasible,  and  writh  a  reasonable  time  for 
exceptions,  to  issue  a  final  order  by 
August  1.  Even  If  such  action  does  not  be¬ 
come  effective  by  this  date,  an  alternate 
means  of  adjusting  the  pool  supply  plant 
shipping  percentages  is  available  upon 
request  to  and  action  by  the  Director  of 
the  Division. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
interested  parties.  These  briefs,  prc^posed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  Inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  de¬ 
nied  for  the  reasons  previously  stated 
in  this  decision. 

A  handler  filed  a  motion  requesting 
that  the  hearing  be  reopened  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  further  cross-examination  of  one 
of  the  witnesses.  In  that  motion,  the 
handler  indicated  that  he  desired  to 
cross-examine  the  witness  with  regard  to 
the  economic  conditions  which  had  con¬ 
stituted  the  uneconomic  shipments  of 
milk  in  October  and  November,  1974 
which  were  presented  to  the  director  of 
the  dairy  cUvision  at  that  time.  The 
handler  complained  that  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  did  not  allow  him  to 
cross-examine  the  witness  with  regard 
to  1974  economic  conditions  which  the 


Administrative  Law  Judge  ruled  were  not 
relevant  to  the  current  economic  condi¬ 
tions  which  were  the  subject  of  this  hear¬ 
ing. 

Careful  reading  of  the  entire  record 
of  the  hearing  indicates  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  which  the  handler  sought  to  ask  was 
answered  in  the  abstract  by  the  witness 
who  testified  as  to  what  he  considered 
w'ould  be  uneconomic  shipments  of  milk. 
The  Administrative  Law  Judge  ruled 
that  questions  concerning  the  justifi¬ 
cation  of  a  1974  request  for  a  change 
in  shipping  percentages,  by  the  coop¬ 
erative  association  represented  by  the 
witness,  were  irrelevant  to  this  hear¬ 
ing.  This  ruling  was  correct.  This  hear¬ 
ing  was  called  to  hear  evidence  with 
regard  to  an  amendment  of  the  subject 
order  provision  and  such  amendment 
must  be  based  on  current  economic  con¬ 
ditions.  Thus,  the  record  of  the  hearing 
does  not  disclose  the  lack  of  any  evidence 
which  would  be  necessary  to  make  the 
decision  required  in  this  proceeding.  The 
motion  by  tlie  handler,  not  appearing  to 
be  justified  by  the  record,  is  denied. 

With  respect  to  the  handler’s  motion 
to  disqualify  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  the  motion  to  reopen  the  hearing 
having  been  denied,  that  motion  is 
moot — and  is  therefore  also  denied. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  afiBrmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will 
be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions  of 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  144 — FRIDAY,  JULY  25,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions  re¬ 
ceived  was  carefully  and  fully  considered 
in  conjunction  with  the  record  evidence. 
To  the  extent  that  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions  of 
this  decision  are  at  variance  with  any  of 
the  exceptions,  such  exceptions  are  here¬ 
by  overruled  for  the  reasons  previously 
stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  here¬ 
of  are  two  documents,  a  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  regulating  the  handling  of  milk, 
and  an  order  amending  the  order  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago  Regional  marketing  area  which 
have  been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed 
and  appropriate  means  of  effectuating 
the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Determination  of  Producer  Approval 
AND  Representative  Period 

March  1975  is  hereby  determined  to  be 
the  representative  period  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  issuance  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Chicago  Regional 
marketing  area  is  approved  or  favored 
by  producers,  as  defined  imder  the  terms 
of  the  order  (as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended),  who  during 
such  representative  period  were  engaged 
in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale  within 
the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Wsishington,  D.C.,  on  July  23, 
1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Order  *  amending  the  order,  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Chicago  Re¬ 
gional  marketing  area. 

Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  Issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  Insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  cou- 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  unless  the  requirements  of  I  900.14  of 
the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  governing 
proceedings  to  formulate  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  have  been  met. 


(a)  Findings.  A  public  hearing  was 
held  upon  certain  proposed  amendments 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  to  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Chicago  Regional  market¬ 
ing  area. 

The  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (7  CFR 
Part  900). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions  there¬ 
of,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act; 

( 2 )  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  in¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  C)hicago  Regional  marketing  area 
shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  order,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby 
amended,  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  Issued  by  the  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  on  July  8,  1975,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  Friday,  July  11, 
1975  (40  FR  29296)  shall  be  and  are  the 
terms  and  provisions  of  this  order, 
amending  the  order,  and  are  set  forth  in 
full  herein 

1.  Revise  §  1030.7(b)(4),  Introductory 
text,  and  (b)  (7)  (iii)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  1030.7  Pool  plant. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(b)  •  *  • 

(4)  Such  percentage  shall  be  not  less 
than  30  for  September,  35  for  each  of  the 
months  October  and  November,  25  for 
December,  and  20  for  all  other  months 
except  that  a  plant  that  was  a  pool  plant 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  during  each 
of  the  months  August  through  March 
shall  be  a  pool  plant  for  each  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  months  of  April  through  July, 
unless:  *  •  • 

*  •  *  •  • 

(7)  *  •  • 


(iii)  Each  plant  in  a  unit  ships  or 
transships  to  plants  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (1)  of  this  section  the  follow¬ 
ing  percentages  of  its  producer  milk:  15 
in  each  of  the  months  of  September, 
October,  and  November;  10  in  each  of  the 
months  of  August,  December,  and  Janu¬ 
ary,  February,  and  March.  If  for  any 
month  a  plant  does  not  meet  the  indi¬ 
vidual  plant  shipping  percentage,  that 
plant  shall  be  excluded  from  the  unit; 
•  •  *  #  « 

2.  Revise  §  1030.13(e)  (1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1030.13  Producer  milk. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(e)  *  •  • 

(1)  Milk  of  a  producer  diverted  for 
the  account  of  the  operator  of  a  pool 
plant,  or  a  handler  described  in  !  1030.- 
9(b),  that  does  not  exceed  twice  the 
quantity  of  such  producer’s  milk  re¬ 
ceived  in  the  pool  plant  from  which  di¬ 
verted  during  each  of  the  months  of 
September,  October,  and  November;  and 
during  each  of  the  months  of  December 
through  August  does  not  exceed  four 
times  such  quantity  received.  No  diver¬ 
sion  limit  shall  apply  during  the  months 
of  April  through  July  for  a  producer 
who  delivered  to  a  pool  plant  anytime 
during  the  prior  August-December  pe¬ 
riod  and  subsequently  maintained  pro¬ 
ducer  status  without  interruption  of 
more  than  30  consecutive  days; 

*  *  *  •  • 

[FB  Doc.76-19496  Filed  7-24-76:8:46  am) 


(MUk  Order  No.  131; 

Docket  No.  AO-271-A20] 

PART  1131— MILK  IN  THE  CENTRAL 
ARIZONA  MARKETING  AREA 
Order  Amending  Order 

Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con- 
filct  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings.  A  public  hearing  was 
held  upon  certain  proposed  amendments 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  to  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Central  Arizona  marketing 
area.  The  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UJS.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the 
applicable  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (7  CFR  Part  900) . 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
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thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy-  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  deter¬ 
mined  piu-suant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  econ<Hnic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  Interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held: 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  necessary 
in  the  public  interest  to  make  this  order 
amending  the  order  effective  not  ^ter 
than  August  1,  1975.  Any  dday  beyond 
that  date  would  tend  to  disrupt  the  or¬ 
derly  marketing  of  milk  in  the  marketing 
area. 

The  provisions  of  this  order  are  known 
to  handlers.  The  recommended  decision 
of  the  Associate  Administrator  was  is¬ 
sued  on  Jime  18, 1975  (40  FR  25682) ,  and 
the  decision  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  containing  all  amendment  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  order  was  issued  July  14, 
1975  (40  FR  30087) .  The  changes  effected 
by  this  order  will  not  require  extensive 
preparation  or  substantial  alteration  in 
method  of  operation  for  handlers.  In 
view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  hereby  foimd 
and  determined  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  order  amending  the  order  ef¬ 
fective  August  1,  1975,  and  that  it  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to  delay 
the  effective  date  of  this  amendment  im- 
til  August  25,  1975.  (Sec.  553(d),  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  551- 
559) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  deter¬ 
mined  that:  (1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of 
handlers  (excluding  cooperative  associa- 
ti<»is  specified  in  section  8c  (9)  of  the 
Act)  (ff  more  than  50  percent  of  the  milk, 
which  is  marketed  within  the  marketing 
area,  to  sign  a  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment,  tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation  of 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  issuance  oi  this  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  the  only  practical  means 
pursuant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act  of  advancing  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  as  defined  in  the  order  as  hereby 
amended;  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers  who 
during  the  determined  representative  pe¬ 
riod  irere  engaged  in  the  production  of 
milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing  area. 

Order  Relative  to  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Central  Arizona 
marketing  area  shall  be  in  conformity  to 
and  in  compliance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  further 
amended,  as  fc^ows: 


1.  Section  1131.7  (a)  (b)  and  (c)  Is  re-  §  1131.9  Handler, 
vised  to  read  as  follows:  ,  • 


S  11S1.7  Pool  plant. 

Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section,  “pool  plant”  means: 

(a)  Any  plant  approved  by  a  duly  con¬ 
stituted  regulatory  agency  for  the  receipt 
or  processing  of  Grade  A  milk  or  which 
supplies  processed  milk  to  an  agency  of 
the  n.S.  Government  located  within  the 
marketing  area,  from  which  during  the 
month: 

(1)  There  is  route  disposition,  except 
filled  milk,  equal  to  at  least  50  percent  of 
the  total  receipts  at  the  plant  (i)  of 
milk  qualified  by  inspection  to  become 
producer  milk  pursuant  to  S  1131.13(a), 
and  (ii)  from  other  milk  plants  and 
handlers  described  in  9  1131.9(c)  in  the 
form  of  fluid  milk  products,  except  filled 
milk,  qualified  for  fiuid  consumption;  and 

(2)  There  is  route  disposition,  except 
filled  milk,  in  the  marketing  area  in  a 
volume  not  less  than  25  percent  of  such 
receipts  and  also  greater  than  an  average 
of  600  pounds  per  day. 

(b)  Any  plant  which  ships  fiuid  milk 
products  except  filled  milk,  cq}proved  by 
a  duly  constituted  regulatory  agency  hav¬ 
ing  jurisdiction  in  the  marketing  area 
as  eligible  for  distribution  under  a  Grade 
A  label  in  a  volume  not  less  them  50  per¬ 
cent  of  its  receipts  of  milk  (from  dairy 
farmers  who  would  be  producers  if  this 
plant  qualifies  as  a  pool  plant)  in  the 
current  month  dining  the  period  of  July 
through  October  or  20  percent  in  the 
current  month  during  the  period  of  No¬ 
vember  through  Jime  to  a  plant  specified 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section.  If  a 
plant  qualifies  in  each  of  the  months  of 
July  through  October  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  section,  such  plant  shall 
upon  written  application  to  the  market 
administrator  on  or  before  October  31 
following  such  compliance  be  designated 
as  a  pool  plant  imtil  the  end  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  June. 

(c)  A  milk  manufacturing  plant  lo¬ 
cated  within  the  marketing  area  at  which 
milk  may  be  received  from  the  farms  of 
dairy  farmers  holding  permits  or  au¬ 
thorization  Issued  by  a  duly  constituted 
regulatory  agency  having  jurisdiction  In 
the  marketing  area  and  which  is  oper¬ 
ated  by  a  cooperative  association  quali¬ 
fied  under  9 1131.18  which  has  65  percent 
or  more  of  its  member  producer  milk 
(including  the  skim  milk  and  butterfat 
in  fiuid  milk  products  transferred  from 
its  own  plant  pursuant  to  this  paragraph 
that  is  not  in  excess  of  the  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  member  producer 
milk  actually  received  at  such  plant) 
received  at  the  pool  plants  of  other 
handlers  during  the  current  month  or 
the  previous  12 -month  period  ending 
with  the  current  month.  Milk  received  by 
such  cooperative,  in  a  truck  owned  or 
under  contract  to  the  cooperative,  from 
a  pool  plant  and  transferred  in  such  truck 
to  another  pool  plant  for  the  account  of 
the  cooperative  shall  be  considered  a  re¬ 
ceipt  at  the  cooperative’s  plant  and  a 
transfer  from  such  plant. 

«  #  •  *  • 

2.  In  9  1131.9,  paragraph  (c)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows : 


(c)  Any  cooperative  association  with 
resp>ect  to  milk  that  it  receives  for  its  ac¬ 
count  from  the  farm  of  a  producer  for 
delivery  to  a  pool  plant  of  another  han¬ 
dler  in  a  tank  truck  owned  and  operated 
by,  or  imder  contract  to,  such  coopera¬ 
tive  association,  unless*  both  the*  coop¬ 
erative  association  and  the  operator  of 
the  pool  plant  notify  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  in  writing  prior  to  the  first  day  of 
the  month  in  which  such  milk  is  delivered 
to  the  pool  plant  that  the  plant  operator 
will  be  the  handler  for  such  milk  and  will 
purchase  such  milk  on  the  basis  of 
weights  determined  from  its  measure¬ 
ment  at  the  farm  and  butterfat  tests  de¬ 
termined  from  farm  bulk  tank  samples; 
*  •  •  «  • 

3.  In  9 1131.12,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1131.12  Producer. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  “producer”  means  any 
person  w'ho  produces  milk  pursuant  to 
the  requirements  specified  in  paragraph 
(a)  (1)  or  (2)  of  t^  section,  and  whose 
milk  is  received  directly  from  the  farm 
at  a  c>ool  plant  or  is  diverted  as  producer 
milk  pursuant  to  9  1131.13. 

(1)  Produces  milk  on  a  dairy  farm 
subject  to  the  regular  inspection  by  a 
duly  constituted  regulatory  agency  imder 
a  dairy  farm  permit  or  rating  issued  by 
such  agency  for  the  production  of  milk 
to  be  disposed  of  for  fiuid  consumption. 

(2)  Produces  milk  which  is  acceptable 
to  an  agency  of  the  Federal  Government 
for  fiuid  consumption  in  its  institutions 
or  bases. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stmt.  31,  as  amended;  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674)). 


Effective  date:  August  1, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  22, 
1975. 

John  Dahgard, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.75-19323  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I — FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

[Docket  No.  75N-0001] 

PART  2— ADMINISTRATIVE  PRACTICES 
AND  PROCEDURES 

Partial  Stay  of  Effective  Date 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  received  from  TTie  Proprietary  As¬ 
sociation,  the  Health  Industry  Manufac¬ 
turers  Association,  and  the  Cosmetic, 
Toiletry  and  Fragrance  Association,  Inc., 
petitions  to  delay  the  effective  date  of 
the  regulations  governing  administrative 
practices  and  procedures  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  27,  1975 
(40  FR  22950) ,  imtil  either  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  has  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  respond  to  comments  received 
or,  at  least,  the  conclusion  of  the  time 
for  comments,  which  the  Commissioner 
extended  until  August  27,  1975,  in  a  no- 


FEOatAL  REGISTEI,  VOL  40,  NO.  144 — FRIDAY,  JULY  25,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


31235 


tice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  June  20.  1975  (40  FR  26027) .  In  addi¬ 
tion,  these  petitions  request  delay  of  the 
effective  date  of  particular  provisions  of 
the  regulations.  Copies  of  the  petitions 
are  on  file  with  the  Hearing  CHerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852.  Ex¬ 
cept  with  respect  to  two  provisions, 
§§  2.23(b)  and  2.330(b)  (2)  (il)  (21  CFR, 
2.23(b)  and  2.330(b)  (2)  (ii).  the  Com¬ 
missioner  is  denying  all  petitions  to  delay 
the  effective  date  of  any  part  of  the  regu¬ 
lations. 

The  procedural  regulations  were  pub¬ 
lished  as  a  final  regulation,  although  the 
Commissioner  invited,  and  still  strongly 
encourages,  the  submission  of  comments. 
The  Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  553(b),  permits  the  adoption  of 
regulations  governing  administrative 
practice  and  procedure  without  notice 
and  public  comment.  Publication  as  a 
final  regulation  was  justified.  Indeed  es¬ 
sential,  in  this  instance  because  most  of 
the  regulations  govern  ongoing  activities 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  for 
which  procedures  must  exist. 

The  fact  that  the  original  date  for 
submission  of  comments  corresponded  to 
the  effective  date  of  the  regulations  has 
caused  some  persons  to  assume  that  the 
agency  intended  to  consider  and  respond 
to  comments  before  the  regulations  be¬ 
came  operative.  This  was  not,  and  could 
not  reasonably  have  been,  the  agency’s 
expectation.  The  scope  and  coverage  of 
the  regulations,  the  novelty  of  some  pro¬ 
visions,  and  the  propensity  of  persons  fil¬ 
ing  comments  to  utilize  the  entire  com¬ 
ment  period  make  it  obvious  that  the 
agency  could  not  have  hoped  to  make 
any  revisions  that  might  eventually  prove 
ai^ropriate  before  the  regulations  be¬ 
came  effective.  This  would  be  true  even 
if  the  Commissioner  were  now  to  delay 
the  effective  date  imtil  the  expiration  of 
the  extended  comment  period. 

The  agency  recognizes  that  in  so  am¬ 
bitious  a  project  there  may  be  fiaws,  and 
Intends  to  consider  seriously  comments 
suggesting  revisions  in  the  regulations. 
This  will  be  accomplished  as  promptly  as 
possible  after  the  conclusion  of  the  time 
for  submission  of  comments.  Some 
changes  in  specific  provisions  may  be 
made  without  awaiting  republication  of 
the  entire  package. 

Section  2.23(b)  of  the  regulations 
stands  on  a  different  footing,  for  it  would, 
after  July  28,  1975,  govern  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments  on  these  very  regrula- 
tions,  including  S  2.23(b)  itself.  Several 
persons  have  contended  that  the  require¬ 
ment  that  a  trade  association  submit  with 
any  comments  or  objections  a  list  of 
members,  or  refer  to  a  current  list  on  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Improperly  en¬ 
cumbers  the  right  to  comment  on  agency 
regulations  and  would  unreasonably  bur¬ 
den  associations  with  a  very  large  or 
transitory  membership. 

Accordingly,  in  order  not  to  discourage 
the  submission  of  comments  on  the  reg¬ 
ulations,  the  Commissioner  is  delaying 
the  effective  date  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  2.23. 


No  delay  is  appropriate  for  either  para¬ 
graph  (a)  or  paragraph  (c) .  Section  2.23 
(a)  has  no  prescriptive  force  and  simply 
states  that  groups  may  represent  their 
members  in  proceedings  b^ore  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration.  Section  2.23(c) 
sets  forth  the  intended  litigation  postiue 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
which  it  intends  to  assume  in  suits  by 
trade  associations  challenging  agency 
regulations.  This  statement  does  not  im¬ 
mediately  affect  any  third  person  and 
has  the  desirable  consequence  of  explain¬ 
ing  the  agency’s  current  legal  posture  to 
all  members  of  the  public. 

Section  2.330(b)  (2)  (ii)  would  require, 
for  the  first  time,  that  non  voting  organi¬ 
zational  liaison  members  of  advisory 
committees  be  special  government  em¬ 
ployees  subject  to  the  conflict  of  interest 
laws  and  regulations.  A  munber  of  orga¬ 
nizations  whose  employees  or  members’ 
employees  have  served  as  organizational 
liaison  members  on  existing  advisory 
committees  have  raised  questions  con¬ 
cerning  the  consequences  of  special  gov¬ 
ernment  employees  status.  TTiese  ques¬ 
tions  relate  to  the  possible  obligation  to 
obtain  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
approval  of  public  statements  and  writ¬ 
ings,  requirements  for  the  submission  of 
forms  and  records,  the  scope  of  limita¬ 
tions  on  political  activity,  and  potential 
restrictions  on  future  activities  of  organi¬ 
zational  liaison  members  on  behalf  of 
their  employers.  Because  of  the  number 
and  complexity  of  these  questions,  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  is  not  in  a 
position  at  this  time  to  provide  answers  to 
all  of  them.  Individuals  who  may  desire 
to  serve  as  organizational  liaison  mem¬ 
bers  of  advisory  committees  thus  could  be 
forced  to  make  a  decision  without  a  full 
appreciation  of  the  consequences  of  be¬ 
coming  special  government  employees. 
This  could  deprive  the  agency  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  many  well  qualified  individuals 
who  would,  if  the  many  questions  were 
resolved,  readily  agree  to  serve.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  because  of  the  unique  immediate 
impact  on  individuals  currently  assisting 
the  agency  in  carrying  out  its  regulatory 
duties,  the  Commissioner  believes  it  is 
appropriate  to  stay  8  2.330(b)  (2)  (ii)  of 
the  regulations  pending  resolution  of 
these  issues. 

This  will  mean  that  §  2.335(a)  (i)  of 
the  regulations  shall  not  become  effective 
so  far  as  it  requires  appointment  of  non¬ 
voting  organizational  liaison  members 
of  advisory  committees  as  special  gov¬ 
ernment  employees. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  therefore,  under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  201  et  seq.,  52  Stat.  1040;  21 
U.S.C.  321  et  seq.),  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (sec.  1  et  seq.,  58  Stat.  682, 
as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  201  et  seq.),  the 
Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Prevention 
and  Control  Act  of  1970  (sec.  4,  84  Stat. 
1241;  42  U.S.C.  257a),  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act  (sec.  301  et  seq.,  84  Stat. 
1253;  21  U.S.C.  821  et  seq.),  the  Federal 
Meat  Inspection  Act  (sec.  409(b) ,  81  Stat. 
600;  21  U.S.C.  679(b) ) ,  the  Poultry  Prod¬ 
ucts  Inspection  Act  (sec.  24(b) ,  82  Stat. 
807;  21  U.S.C.  467f  (b) ) ,  the  Egg  Products 


Inspection  Act  (sec.  2,  et  seq.,  84  Stat. 
1620;  21  U.S.C.  1031  et  seq.),  the  Federal 
Import  Milk  Act  (44  Stat.  1101;  21  U.S.C. 
141  et  seq.),  the  Tea  Importation  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  41  et  seq.) ,  the  Federal  Caustic 
Poison  Act  (44  Stat.  1406;  15  U.S.C.  401- 
411  notes) ,  the  Fair  Packaging  and  La- 
beUng  Act  (80  Stat.  1296;  15  U.S.C.  1451 
et  seq.) ,  and  all  other  statutory  authority 
delegated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120),  the 
Commissioner  denies  the  petitions  of  The 
Proprietary  Association,  the  Health  In¬ 
dustry  Manufacturers  Association,  and 
the  Cosmetic,  Toiletry  and  Fragrance 
Association,  Inc.,  to  delay  the  effective 
date  of  the  regulations  governing  admin¬ 
istrative  practices  and  procedures  pro¬ 
mulgated  on  May  27,  1975,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  §§  2.23(b)  and  2.330(b)  (2)  (ii) 
of  such  regulations,  which  are  hereby 
stayed  until  further  notice. 

Dated:  July  23,  1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 
[FR  Doc.75-19444  Filed  7-24-75:8:46  am) 

[Docket  No.  76N-0066] 

PART  510— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 

PART  558— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  FOR 
USE  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS 

Tylosin 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  new  animal  drug  appli¬ 
cation  (100-128V)  filed  by  Osborn  Lab¬ 
oratories,  Inc.,  Second  and  Oak  Sts.,  Le 
Sueur,  MN  56058,  proposing  safe  and 
effective  use  of  a  tylosin  premix  for  the 
manufacture  of  swine  feed.  The  applica¬ 
tion  is  approved,  effective  July  25,  1975. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512(i),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C. 
360b(i) ) )  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 
Parts  510  and  558  (formerly  Parts  135 
and  135e  prior  to  recodification  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  27,  1975  (40  FR  13802))  are 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  Part  510  by  adding  to  §  510.600 
(formerly  §  135.501)  a  new  sponsor, 
alphabetically  to  paragraph  (c)  (1)  and 
niunerically  to  paragraph  (c)  (2) ,  as 
follows: 

§  510.600  Names,  addresses,  and  code 

numbers  of  sponsors  of  approved 

applications. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  *  *  * 

(!)•*• 

•  •  •  •  • 

Firm  name  and  address:  Drug 

listing  No. 

Osborn  Laboratories,  Inc.,  2d  and 
Oak  Sts.,  Le  Sueur,  Minn. 

66068  .  012487 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  *  •  • 
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Firm  name 

Drug  listing  No.  and  address 

•  •  •  •  • 

012487  _  Osborn  Lab¬ 

oratories. 
Inc.,  2d 
and  Oak 
Sts., 

Le  Sueur, 

Minn. 

56058. 

•  •  •  *  • 

2.  In  Pari  558  by  adding  to  S  558.625 
(formerly  §135e.l0),  a  new  paragraph 
(b)(39)  as  follows: 

§^558.625  Tylosin. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(39)  To  012487:  10  grams  per  pound, 
paragraph  (f)  (1)  (vi)  (a)  of  this  section. 

*  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  July  25,  1975. 

(Sec.  512(1) ,  82  Stat.  347  (  21  U.S.C.  360b(l) ) .) 
Dated:  July  21,  1975. 

C.  D.  Van  Houwelinc, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine. 
(FR  Doc .75-19443  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


(PRL  407-1;  FAP5H5078/B12 ) 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  FEEDS,  DRUGS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  561— TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDES  IN  ANIMAL  FEEDS  ADMINIS¬ 
TERED  BY  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  PRO¬ 
TECTION  AGENCY 

Paraquat 

On  March  28,  1975,  notice  was  given 
(40  PR  14117)  that  Chevron  Chemical 
Co.,  Ortho  Div.,  940  Hensley  St.,  Rich¬ 
mond  CA  94804,  had  filed  a  pesticide 
petition  (PAP  5H5078)  with  the  En¬ 
vironmental  ProtectiMi  Agency  (EPA). 
This  petition  proposed  establishment  of 
a  feed  additive  tolerance  for  residues  of 
the  desiccant  paraquat  (l,l'-dimethyl- 
4,4'-bipyridlnium  Ion)  derived  from  the 
application  of  either  the  bis  (methyl 
sulfate)  or  dichlorlde  salt  (calculate 
as  the  cation)  in  sunflower  meal  and 
flower  seed  hulls  at  30  parts  per  million 
(ppm)  from  application  of  the  pesticide 
to  growing  sunflowers. 

Chevron  Chemical  Co.  subsequently 
amended  the  petition  by  deleting  the 
proposed  tolerance  for  residues  in  sun¬ 
flower  meal  and  by  decreasing  the  pro¬ 
posed  tolerance  for  residues  in  simflower 
seed  hulls  from  30  to  6  ppm.  (A  related 
document  on  paraquat  and  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  pesticide  tolerances  also  ap¬ 
pears  in  today’s  Federal  Register.) 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  eval¬ 
uated.  It  has  been  concluded  that  the 
tolerance  should  be  established  as  set 
forth  below. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  before  August  25, 
1975  flle  written  objections  with  the 
'Hearing  Cleric,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agoicy,  401  M  Street,  SW,  East 


Tower,  Room  1019,  Washington  DC 
20460.  Such  objections  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  quintupllcate  and  specify  the 
provisions  of  the  regulation  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  Issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought. 

Effective  on  July  25,  1975,  Part  561  is 
amended  by  adding  S  561.289. 

Dated:  July  23,  1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Pesticide  Programs. 

(Sec.  409(c)  (1)  and  (4)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  848(c) 
(1)  and  (4))  transferred  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor  EPA  in  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1970 
(35  FR  15623) ) 

Part  561  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  section. 

§  561.289  Paraquat. 

A  tolerance  of  6  parts  per  million  is 
established  for  residues  of  the  defoliant, 
desiccant,  and  herbicide  paraquat  (1,1'- 
dimethyl-4,4'-bipyridinium  ion)  derived 
from  the  application  of  either  the  bis 
(methyl  sulfate)  or  dichloride  salt  (both 
calculated  as  the  cation)  in  sunflower 
seed  hulls  from  application  of  the  pesti¬ 
cide  to  growing  sunflowers. 

[FR  Doc.75-19556  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am) 


Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 
CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

IOPP-280002A:  FRL  405-31 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI- 
•  CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Pine  Oil 

On  June  9,  1975,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  24539)  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  to  exempt 
from  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance  the 
pesticide  chemical  pine  oil,  used  as  a 
deodorant,  when  it  is  used  in  accordance 
with  good  agricultural  practice  as  an 
inert  ingredient  in  formiflatlon  with  the 
bee  repellent  butanoic  anhydride  at  no 
more  than  12  percent.  No  comments  or 
requests  for  referral  to  an  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  on  this  proposal  were  received, 
and  it  has  therefore  been  concluded  that 
the  proposed  amendment  to  the  regula¬ 
tion  (40  CFR  180.1035)  be  adopted  with¬ 
out  change. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  within  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1975  flle  written  objections  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Room  1019  East  Tower, 
401  M  St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Such  objections  should  be  submitted  in 
quintupllcate  and  should  specify  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  regulaticxi  deemed  to  be 
objectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the 
objections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  Issues  for  the 


hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds  le¬ 
gally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought. 

Effective  on  the  date  of  publication. 
Part  180,  Subpart  D,  §  180.1035,  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

^  Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

(Sec.  408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(e))) 

Part  180,  Subpart  D,  is  amended  by 
adding  S  180.1035  to  read  as  follows. 

§  180.1035  Pine  oil;  exemption  from 
the  requirement  of  a  tolerance. 

Pine  oil  is  exempted  from  the  require¬ 
ment  of  a  tolerance  when  used  as  a  de¬ 
odorant  at  no  more  than  12  percent  in 
formulation  with  the  bee  repellent  bu¬ 
tanoic  anhydride  applied  in  an  absorbent 
pad  over  the  hive. 

[PR  Doc.75-19412  Piled  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


[PP  5F1575  &  6P1588/R41  FRL  405-1] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Profluralin 

On  January  28. 1975,  and  February  27, 
1975,  notice  was  given  (40  FR  4184  and 
8379)  that  CIBA-GEIGY  Corp.,  PO  Box 
11422,  Greensboro  NC  27409,  had  filed 
petitions  for  pesticide  tolerances  with 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA).  These  petitions  proposed  that  40 
CFR  180.348  be  amended  by  establishing 
tolerances  of  0.1  part  per  million  (negli¬ 
gible  residue)  of  toe  herbicide  profluralin 
[N-(cyclopropylmetoyl-a,a,a-trifluoro-2, 
6-dlnitro-N-propyl-p-toluldine]  in  or  on 
the  raw  agricultural  commodity  group 
seed  and  pod  vegetables  (dry  or  suc¬ 
culent)  and  their  forage  and  fodder 
(pesticide  petition  PP  5P1575),  safflower 
seed  and  sunflower  seed  (pesticide  peti¬ 
tion  PP  5P1588) . 

The  data  submitted  in  these  petitions 
and  other  relevant  material  have  been 
evaluated,  and  toe  herbicide  is  considered 
to  be  useful  for  the  purposes  for  which 
the  tolerances  are  sought.  The  estab¬ 
lished  tolerance  for  residues  in  eggs,  milk, 
and  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts 
of  cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses,  poultry,  and 
sheep  is  adequate  to  cover  residues  re¬ 
sulting  from  toe  proposed  and  existing 
uses,  and  Section  180.6(a)(2)  applies. 
The  tolerance  established  by  amending 
the  regulation  will  protect  the  public 
health. 

For  purposes  of  clarification  of  the 
establltoed  tolerance,  the  term  “alfalfa 
forage”  Is  changed  to  “alfalfa  (fresh)” 
and,  since  soybeans  are  considered  part 
of  toe  raw  agricultural  commodity 
group  “seed  and  pod  vegetables”  as  de¬ 
fined  by  40  CFR  180.34,  the  terms  “soy¬ 
beans”  and  “soybean  forage”  are  being 
deleted  from  toe  regulation. 
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Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  before  August  25, 
1975  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street  SW.,  East  Tower, 
Room  1019,  Washington,  DC  20460.  Such 
objections  should  be  submitted  in  quin- 
tuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions  of 
the  regulation  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  Uie  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought. 

Effective  on  July  25,  1975,  Part  180, 
Subpart  C,  S  180.348,  is  amended  as 
follows. 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Pesticide  Programs. 

(Sec.  408(d)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Pood,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2))) 

Section  180.348  is  amended  by  (1)  re¬ 
vising  the  paragraph  “0.1  part  per  mil¬ 
lion  •  *  *”  to  Include  the  commodity 
group  seed  and  pod  vegetables  (dry  or 
succulent) ,  their  fodder  and  forage,  saf¬ 
flower  seed,  and  sunflower  seed,  and  (2) 
deleting  the  words  “soybeans  and  soy¬ 
bean  forage”. 

§  180.348  Profluralin;  lolorancos  fur 
residues. 

•  «  •  *  # 

0.1  part  per  million  in  or  on  alfalfa 
(fresh),  {dfalfa  hay,  cottonseed,  safiBower 
seed,  the  agricultural  commodity  group 
seed  and  pod  vegetables  (dry  or  succu¬ 
lent),  seed  and  pod  vegetable  fodder 
and  forage,  and  sunflower  seed. 

•  •  •  *  • 

IFR  Doc.76-19414  Filed  7-24-76:8:45  am] 


1PP-4F1494/R45;  FRL  405-2] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Zinc  Phosphide 

On  June  11, 1974,  notice  was  given  (39 
FR  20538)  that  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Sport 
Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  had  submitted  a  pesticide  petition 
(PP  4P1494)  to  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA) .  This  petition  pro¬ 
posed  amending  40  CFR  180.284  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  tolerance  for  residues  of 
phosphine  resulting  from  use  of  the  ro- 
denticide  zinc  phosphide  in  or  on  the  raw 
agricultural  commodities  rangeland 
grasses,  forbs  (broadleaf  herbs),  and 
shrubs  at  0.1  part  per  million. 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  evalu¬ 
ated,  and  the  pesticide  Is  considered  to 
be  useful  for  the  purpose  for  which  the 
tolerance  Is  sought.  To  conform  with 
other  established  tolerances  for  grasses, 
the  tolerance  is  being  expressed  as 
grasses  (rangeland) .  There  is  no  reason¬ 
able  expectation  of  residues  In  eggs,  meat. 


milk,  or  poultry,  and  §  180.6(a)  (3) 
applies.  The  tolerance  will  protect  the 
public  health. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  before  August  25, 
1975  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  East  Tower, 
Room  1019,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
Such  objections  should  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions 
of  the  regulation  deemed  to  be  objection¬ 
able  and  the  grounds  for  the  objections. 
If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the  objections 
must  state  the  issues  for  the  hearing,.  A 
hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legally  suflB- 
cient  to  justify  the  relief  sought. 

Effective  on  July  25,  1975,  Section  180, 
Subpart  C,  §  180.284,  is  amended  as 
follows. 

Section  180.284  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  section  paragraph  to  a  listing 
and  adding  a  tolerance  0.1  part  per  mil¬ 
lion  for  gi-asses  (rangeland). 

Dated:  July  22,  1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

(Sec.  408 (d)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  UJS.C.  346a(d) ) ) 

§  180.284  Zinc  Phosphide;  tolerances 
'  for  residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  residues 
of  phosphine  resulting  from  the  use  of 
the  rodenticide  zinc  phosphide  in  or  on 
raw  agricultural  commodities  as  follows: 

0.1  part  per  million  in  or  on  grasses 
(rangeland). 

0.01  part  per  million  in  or  on  sugar¬ 
cane  resulting  from  the  use  of  the  roden¬ 
ticide  in  sugarcane  fields. 

*  •  •  «  • 

[FB  Doc.75-19413  Filed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 
[FRL  406-8;  PP5F1698/R47] 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW 
AGRICULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Paraquat 

On  March  28,  1975,  notice  was  given 
(40  FR  14117)  that  Chevron  CSiemical 
Co.,  Ortho  Div.,  940  Hensley  St.,  Rich¬ 
mond  CA  94804,  had  filed  a  pesticide 
petition  (PP  5P1598)  with  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA).  This 
petition  proposed  establishment  of  a 
tolerance  for  residues  of  the  desiccant 
paraquat  ( 1 ,1 '  -dimethyl-4,4'  -blpyridin- 
ium  ion)  derived  from  the  application 
of  either  the  bis  (methyl  sulfate)  or  di¬ 
chloride  salt  (calculated  as  the  cation) 
in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity 
simflower  seeds  at  2  parts  per  million 
(ppm). 

Chevron  Chemical  Co.  subsequently 
amended  the  petition  by  proposing  toler¬ 
ances  for  residues  of  paraquat  In  eggs  and 
the  meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of 
poultry  and  hogs  at  0.01  ppm.  (A  related 
document  on  paraquat  and  the  establish¬ 


ment  of  a  feed  additive  tolerance  also  ap¬ 
pears  in  today's  Federal  Register.) 

The  data  submitted  in  the  petition  and 
other  relevant  material  have  been  evalu¬ 
ated.  The  desiccant  Is  considered  useful 
for  the  purpose  for  which  the  tolerances 
are  sought.  Both  the  proposed  tolerances 
for  residues  in  eggs,  and  the  meat,  fat, 
and  meat  byproducts  of  hogs  and  poul¬ 
try  and  the  established  tolerances  for 
residues  in  milk,  and  the  meat,  fat,  and 
meat  byproducts  of  cattle,  goats,  horses, 
and  sheep  are  adequate  to  cover  residues 
in  these  commodities  resulting  from  the 
proposed  and  established  uses,  and  Sec¬ 
tion  180.6(a)  (2)  applies.  The  tolerances 
established  by  amending  the  regulation 
(40  CFR  180.205)  as  proposed  will  pro¬ 
tect  the  public  health.  It  is  therefore  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  tolerances  should  be  es¬ 
tablished  as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  adversely  affected  by  this 
regulation  may  on  or  before  August  25, 
1975  file  written  objections  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW,  East 
Tower  Room  1019,  Washington  DC  20460. 
Such  objections  should  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  and  specify  the  provisions 
of  the  regulation  deem^  objectionable 
and  the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are 
supix)rted  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought. 

Effective  on  July  25,  1975  Part  180, 
Subpart  C,  §  180.205,  is  amended  as 
follows. 

Dated:  July  23,  1975. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

(Sec.  408(d)  (2)  of  the  Fedferal  Food,  Drug 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2) ) ) 

Section  180.205  is  amended  by  (1) 
adding  the  new  paragraph  “2  parts  per 
million  *  •  *“  after  the  paragraph  “5 
parts  per  million  •  *  *”,  (2)  deleting 
the  paragraph  “0.01  part  per  million 
(negligible  residue)  in  milk”  and  com¬ 
bining  this  tolerance  in  the  paragraph 
“U.Ol  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due)  in  meat  ♦  •  *”,  and  (3)  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  paragraph  “0.01  part  per  million 
(negligible  residue)  in  meat  •  •  *”  to 
include  the  commodities  eggs,  milk,  and 
the  meat,  fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of 
hogs  and  poultry. 

§  180.205  Paraquat;  tolerances  for  resi- 
diie.s. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2  parts  per  million  In  or  on  sunflower 
'  seeds. 

«  •  •  •  « 

0.01  part  per  million  (negligible  resi¬ 
due)  in  eggs,  milk,  and  the  meat,  fat, 
and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle,  goats, 
hogs,  horses,  poultry,  and  she^. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[PR  Doc.75-19657  FUed  7-24-76; 8: 46  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  ssction  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Fiscal  Service 
[  31  CFR  Part  306  ] 

GENERAL  REGULATIONS  WITH  RESPECT 
TO  UNITED  STATES  SECURITIES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  75-18624  ain>earing  at  page 
30485  in  the  Federal  Register  for  Mon¬ 
day,  July  21,  1975  make  the  following 
corrections: 

1.  On  page  30486  in  the  table,  the  4th 
heading  should  appear  as  “Term  in  for¬ 
mula  (1) 

2.  Under  the  line  reading  “Amount 

paid  to  the  Treasury”  the  following  sen¬ 
tence  should  be  inserted  “Using  For¬ 
mula  (2),  the  equivalent  annual  rate 
compounded  semi-annually  is:  and, 

3.  The  first  line  of  the  first  paragrtqih 
following  the  table  should  read  “’If  For¬ 
mula  (3)  were  used  (l+i)  would  be”. 


Internal  Revenue  Service 
[26  CFR  Parti] 

IMPUTED  INTEREST  RATES 
Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  reg¬ 
ulations  set  forth  in  tentative  form  in  the 
attached  appendix  are  proposed  to  be 
prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  or  his  delegate. 
Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  such  reg¬ 
ulations,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  comments  pertaining  thereto  which 
are  submitted  in  writing  (preferably  six  • 
copies)  to  the  Conunissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue,  Attention:  CX!:LR:T,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20224,  by  August  25,  1975.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  26  cm  601.601(b) ,  designations 
of  material  as  confidential  or  not  to  be 
disclosed,  contained  in  such  comments, 
will  not  be  accepted.  Thus,  a  person  sub¬ 
mitting  written  comments  should  not  in¬ 
clude  therein  material  that  he  considers 
to  be  confidential  or  inappropirate  for 
disclosure  to  the  public.  It  will  be  pre- 
siuned  by  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
that  every  written  comment  submitted  to 
it  in  response  to  this  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  is  intended  by  the  person 
submitting  it  to  be  subject  in  its  entirety 
to  public  inspection  and  copying  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedures  of  26  CFR 
601.702(d)(9).  Any  person  submitting 
written  comments  who  desires  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  comment  orally  at  a  public 
hearing  on  these  proposed  regulations 
should  submit  his  request,  in  writing,  to 
the  Commissioner  by  August  25,  1975.  In 


such  case  a  public  hearing  will  be  held, 
and  notice  of  the  time,  place,  and  date 
will  be  published  in  a  subsequent  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register,  unless  the  per¬ 
son  or  persons  who  have  requested  a 
hearing  withdraw  their  requests  for  a 
hearing  before  notice  of  the  hearing  has 
been  filed  with  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register.  The  proposed  regulations  are 
to  be  issued  under  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  section  7805  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A  Stat.  917;  26 
U.S.C.  7805). 

[SEAL]  Donald  C.  Alexander, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service  proposes 
to  raise  the  imputed  interest  rates  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  regulations  in  sections  482 
and  483  so  that  they  will  better  reflect 
prevailing  interest  rates. 

For  purposes  of  section  483  contracts 
entered  into  before  July  24,  1975  will 
generally  continue  to  be  subject  to  the 
existing  rates. 

Proposed  amendments  to  the  regula¬ 
tions.  The  Income  Tax  Regulations  (26 
CFR  Part  1)  under  sections  482  and  483 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954, 
as  amended,  relating  to  imputed  interest 
rates,  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  I  1.482-2  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.482—2  Determination  of  taxable  in¬ 
come  in  specific  situations. 

(a)  Loans  or  advances.  •  *  * 

(2)  Arm’s  length  interest  rate — (1)  In 
general.  For  the  purposes  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  arm’s  length  Interest  rate 
shall  be  the  rate  of  interest  which  was 
charged,  or  would  have  been  charged  at 
the  time  the  indebtedness  arose,  in  inde¬ 
pendent  transactions,  with  or  between 
unrelated  parties  under  similar  circum¬ 
stances.  All  relevant  factors  will  be  con¬ 
sidered,  including  the  amount  and  dura¬ 
tion  of  the  loan,  the  security  involved, 
the  credit  standing  of  the  borrower,  and 
the  interest  rate  prevailing  at  the  situs 
of  the  lender  or  creditor  for  comparable 
loans. 

(ii)  Funds  obtained  at  situs  of  bor¬ 
rower.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (a)(2)  (i),  (iii),  and  (iv)  of 
this  section,  if  the  loan  or  advance  rep¬ 
resents  the  proceeds  of  a  loan  obtained 
by  the  lender  at  the  situs  of  the  borrower, 
the  arm’s  length  rate  for  any  taxable 
year  shall  be  equal  to  the  rate  actually 
paid  by  the  lender  increased  by  an 
amount  which  reflects  the  costs  or  de¬ 
ductions  incurred  by  the  lender  in  bor¬ 
rowing  such  amounts  and  making  such 
loans,  unless  the  taxpayer  establishes  a 
more  appropriate  rate  under  the  stand¬ 


ards  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (i)  of 
this  section. 

(iii)  Safe  haven  rule  for  certain  loans 
or  advances  existing  before  July  24, 1975. 
(A)  Paragraph  (a)  (2)  (ill)  of  this  section 
applies  to  interest  paid  or  accrued — 

(f)  Before  July  24,  1975, 

(2)  On  or  after  Jiily  24,  1975,  but  be¬ 
fore  (insert  date  final  regulations  are 
filed  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter)  ,  pursuant  to  a  demand  loan  or  ad¬ 
vance  which  was  in  effect,  or  which  was 
pursuant  to  a  binding  contract  entered 
into,  before  July  24,  1975,  and 

(3)  On  or  after  July  24, 1975,  pursuant 
to  a  loan  or  advance  (other  than  a  de¬ 
mand  loan  or  advance)  which  was  in  ef¬ 
fect,  or  which  was  pursuant  to  a  binding 
contract  entered  into,  before  such  date. 

(B)  If  a  creditor  was  not  regularly 
engaged  in  the  business  of  making  loans 
or  advances  of  the  same  general  type  as 
the  loan  or  advance  in  question  to  un¬ 
related  parties,  the  arm’s  length  rate  of 
interest  to  which  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (iii) 
of  this  section  applies  shall  be  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  paragraph — 

(1)  The  rate  of  interest  actually 
charged  if  at  least  4,  but  not  in  excess 
of  6,  percent  per  annum  simple  interest, 
or 

(2)  Five  percent  per  annum  simple  in¬ 
terest  if  no  interest  was  charged  or  if  the 
rate  of  interest  charged  was  less  than 
4,  or  in  excess  of  6,  percent  per  annum 
simple  interest, 

unless  the  taxpayer  establishes  a  more 
appropriate  rate  under  the  standards  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (i)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  For  purposes  of  the  preceding  sen¬ 
tence  if  the  rate  actually  charged  is 
greater  than  6  percent  per  annum  simple 
interest  and  less  than  the  rate  deter¬ 
mined  under  the  standards  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section,  or  if 
the  rate  actually  charged  is  less  than  4 
percent  per  annum  simple  interest  and 
greater  toan  the  rate  determined  imder 
the  standards  set  forth  in  paragaph  (a) 
(2)  (i)  of  this  section,  then  the  rate  ac¬ 
tually  charged  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a 
more  appropriate  rate  imder  the  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (i)  of 
this  section. 

(iv)  Safe  haven  rule  for  other  loans 
and  advances.  (A)  Paragraph  (a)  (2)  (iv) 
of  this  section  applies  to  interest  paid 
or  accrued — 

(1)  Pursuant  to  a  loan  or  advance 
(other  than  a  loan  or  advance  entered 
into  pursuant  to  a  binding  contract  en¬ 
tered  into  prior  to  July  24,  1975),  which 
was  entered  into  on  or  after  such  date, 
and 

(2)  On  or  after  (Insert  date  final  reg¬ 
ulations  are  filed  by  the  Office  of  the 
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Federal  Register)  pursuant  to  a  demand 
loan  or  advance. 

(B)  If  a  creditor  was  not  regularly 
engraged  In  the  business  of  making  loans 
or  advances  of  tlie  same  general  type  as 
the  loan  or  advance  In  question  to  un¬ 
related  parties,  the  arm’s  length  rate  of 
Interest  to  which  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (Iv) 
of  this  section  applies  shall  be  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  paragraph — 

(.1)  The  rate  of  interest  actually 
charged  if*  at  least  6,  but  not  in  excess  of 
8,  percent  per  annum  simple  interest,  or 

(2)  Seven  percent  per  annum  simple 
Interest  if  no  interest  was  charged  or  if 
the  rate  of  interest  charged  was  less 
than  6,  or  In  excess  of  8,  percent  per 
annum  simple  interest, 

unless  the  taxpayer  establishes  a  more 
appropriate  rate  imder  the  standards 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (1)  of  this 
section.  For  purposes  of  the  preceding 
sentence  if  the  rate  actually  charged  is 
greater  Uian  8  percent  per  annum  sim¬ 
ple  interest  and  less  than  the  rate  deter¬ 
mined  under  the  standards  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)  (2)  (1)  of  this  section,  or 
if  the  rate  actually  charged  is  less  than 
6  percent  per  annum  simple  interest 
and  grreater  than  the  rate  determined 
under  the  standards  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section,  then  the 
rate  actually  charged  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  more  appropriate  rate  under  the 
standards  set  forth  in  paragraph 

(а)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section. 

*  •  •  •  * 

2.  Section  1.483-1  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Paragraph  (c)  (2)  Is  revised;  that 
part  of  paragraph  (c)(3)  as  precedes 
example  (1)  is  revised;  examples  (5) 
and  (6)  are  added  to  paragraph  (c)  (3) ; 
a  new  paragraph  (c)  (4)  is  added;  para¬ 
graph  (d)  (1)  and  (2)  is  revised;  that 
part  of  paragraph  (d)  (4)  that  precedes 
example  (1)  is  revised;  examples  (5)  and 

(б)  are  added  to  paragraph  (d)  (4) ;  that 
part  of  paragraph  (e)  (3)  that  precedes 
example  (1)  is  revised;  examples  (6)  and 
(7)  are  added  to  F>aragraph  (e)  (3) ;  that 
part  of  the  paragraph  (f)  (5)  that  pre¬ 
cedes  example  (1)  is  revised,  and  exam¬ 
ples  (7)  and  (8)  are  added  thereto: 
paragraph  (f)  (6)  (iv)  that  precedes  ex¬ 
ample  (1)  is  revised  and  examples  (5) 
and  (6)  are  added  thereto;  paragraph 
(g)  (1)  and  (4)(iii)(b)  is  revised;  para- 
gcrs4>h  (g)  (6),  (7)  and  (8)  is  added  to 
paragraph  (g) ,  and  In  paragraph  (g)  (2) 
the  headings  of  tables  I,  II  and  III  are 
revised  and  tables  IV,  V  and  VI  are 
added  after  table  m.  The  revised  and 
added  provisions  read  as  follows: 

§  1.483—1  Computation  of  interest  on 

certain  deferred  payments. 

(c)  Total  unstated  interest  •  *  * 

(2)  Present  value  of  a  payment  (i)  In 
general.  The  present  value  of  any  in¬ 
terest  payment  due  under  the  contract 
not  more  than  6  months  after  the  date 
of  the  sale  or  exchange  is  an  amotmt 
equal  to  100  percent  of  such  payment. 
The  present  value  of  any  other  interest 
payment,  and  of  any  payment  to  which 


section  483  applies,  which  is  due  under 
the  contract  shall  be  determined  by  dis¬ 
counting  such  payment  at  the  interest 
rate  prescribed  by  paragraph  (c)  (2)  (il) 
of  this  section,  from  the  nearest  date  (to 
the  date  such  payment  is  actually  due 
under  the  contract)  which  marks  a  6- 
month  interval  from  the  date  of  the  sale 
or  exchange.  For  purposes  of  computing 
the  present  value  of  a  payment  at  such 
rate,  column  (b)  of  the  appropriate 
table  set  forth  in  paragraph  (g)(2)  of 
this  section  shall  be  used. 

(ii)  Prescribed  interest  rates.  (A)  For 
payments  on  account  of  a  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  of  property  entered  into  before 
July  24,  1975,  as  well  as  a  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  of  property  pursuant  to  a  binding 
written  contract  (including  an  irrevo¬ 
cable  written  option)  entered  into  before 
such  date,  the  interest  rate  prescribed  by 
this  subdivision  shall  be  5  percent  per 
anniim  compounded  semiannually. 

(B)  For  payments  on  account  of  a  sale 
or  exchange  of  property  entered  into  on 
or  after  July  24, 1975,  except  a  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  entered  into  pursuant  to  a  bind¬ 
ing  written  contract  (including  an  ir¬ 
revocable  written  option)  entered  into 
before  such  date,  the  interest  rate  pre¬ 
scribed  by  this  subdivision  shall  be  7  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  compounded  semian¬ 
nually.  (See  paragraph  (c)  (4)  of  this 
section  for  special  rules  where  there  has 
been  a  substantial  change  in  the  terms 
of  a  binding  written  contract  entered  into 
before  July  24, 1975. 

(3)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  illustrated  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  examples  (Note  that  examples 
(1)  through  (5)  use  Tables  n  through 
in,  because  such  tables  generally  apply  to 
transactions  entered  into  after  June  30, 
1963  and  before  July  24,  1975,  and  that 
the  principles  illustrated  by  such  ex¬ 
amples  would  apply  for  transactions 
entered  into  on  or  after  July  24,  1975, 
in  which  case  Tables  IV  through  VI 
would  generally  be  applied.) : 

*  *  •  •  * 

Example  (5) .  On  December  31,  1974,  A  sells 
property  to  B  under  a  contract  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  B  Is  to  make  four  payments  of 
$2,000  each,  such  payments  being  due,  re¬ 
spectively,  at  the  end  of  each  year  for  the 
next  four  years.  No  Interest  Is  provided  for  In 
the  contract.  For  purposes  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  the  total  unstated  Interest 
under  the  contract  Is  $918.38  (using  Table 
III  because  the  sale  occurred  ^fore  (inset 
date  on  which  this  notice  is  filed  by  the  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register) ) .  The  computation 
is  as  follows; 


Sum  of  payments  to  which  sec. 

483  applies _ $8,  000. 00 

Less;  Present  value  of  $2,000  due 
every  12  months  for  4  years 
($2,000  X  3.54081  (factor  for  4 

years,  col.  (b),  table  in)) _  7,081.62 

Total  unstated  Interest.. _  918.  38 


Example  (6).  On  December  31,  1975,  A  sells 
property  to  B  under  a  contract  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  B  is  to  make  three  payments  of 
$2,000  each,  such  payments  being  due,  re¬ 
spectively,  at  the  end  of  each  year  for  the 
next  3  years.  No  interest  is  provided  for  in 
the  contract.  For  purposes  of  paragraph  (a) 


of  this  section,  the  total  unstated  interest 
under  the  contract  is  $763.10  (using  Table  VI 
rather  than  Table  III  because  the  contract 
was  entered  into  after  July  24,  1975).  The 
computation  is  as  follows; 


Sum  of  payments  to  which  sec. 

483  applies _  $6, 000.  00 

Less;  Present  value  of  $2,000  due 
every  12  months  for  3  years 
($2,000  X  2.61845  (factor  for  3 
years,  col.  (b) ,  table  VI) ) .  5, 236. 90 


Total  unstated  Interest _  763. 10 


(4)  Special  rule  for  binding  contracts 
entered  into  before  July  24,  1975,  Pay¬ 
ments  made  pursuant  to  a  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  occurring  before  July  24,  1975 
shall  continue  to  be  subject  to  the  5 
percent  prescribed  interest  rate  of  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (2)  (ii)  (A)  of  this  section  and 
the  4  percent  prescribed  test  rate  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  (1)  (ii)  (A)  of  this  section  even 
though  there  has  been  a  change  in  the 
terms  of  the  contract.  However,  where 
payments  are  pursuant  to  a  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  occurring  on  or  after  July  24, 
1975,  but  under  the  terms  of  a  binding 
written  contract  entered  into  before  such 
date,  and  there  has  been  a  substantial 
change  in  the  terms  of  such  contract, 
then  the  7  percent  prescribed  interest 
rate  of  paragraph  (c)  (2)  (il)  (B)  of  this 
section  and  the  6  percent  prescribed  test 
rate  of  paragraph  (d)  (1)  (11)  (B)  of  this 
section  shall  be  applied  to  payments 
made  after  the  occurence  of  such  sub¬ 
stantial  change. 

(d)  Test  of  whether  there  is  total  un¬ 
stated  interest  under  a  contract — (1)  In 
general — (i)  How  to  apply  prescribed 
test  rate.  Except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  section  for 
purposes  of  determining  whether  section 
483  applies  to  payments  imder  a  contract 
(that  is,  for  purposes  of  paragraph  (b) 
(l)(ii)  of  this  section),  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  whether  there  is  total  unstated 
interest  under  a  contract  shall  be  made 
in  accordance  with  the  method  for  com¬ 
puting  total  unstated  Interest  provided 
in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  except 
that  column  (a)  of  the  appropriate  table 
contained  in  paragraph  (g)(2)  of  this 
section  (which  provides  for  discounting 
payments  at  the  appropriate  test  rate 
prescribed  by  paragraph  (d)(1)  (il)  of 
this  section)  shall  be  used  to  determine 
the  present  value  of  a  payment.  If, 
after  applying  the  appropriate  test  rate, 
there  is  total  unstated  interest  (regard¬ 
less  of  amount)  with  respect  to  a  con¬ 
tract,  section  483  applies  to  the  pay¬ 
ments  described  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  which  are  due  under  the  con¬ 
tract.  In  such  case,  the  amount  of  total 
unstated  interest  under  the  contract 
which  is  includible  in  or  deductible  from 
Income  must  be ’computed  by  using  the 
higher  Interest  rate  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section,  and  then  al¬ 
locating  such  amount  among  the  pay¬ 
ments  due  under  the  contract  in  the 
manner  provided  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section. 

(ii)  Prescribed  test  rates.  (A)  For  pay¬ 
ments  on  account  of  a  sale  or  exchange 
of  property  entered  into  before  July  24, 
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1975,  as  well  as  a  sale  or  exchange  of 
property  entered  into  pursuant  to  a  bind¬ 
ing  written  contract  (including  an  ir¬ 
revocable  written  opticm)  entered  into 
before  such  date,  the  test  rate  prescribed 
by  this  subdivision  shall  be  4  percent  per 
annum  simple  interest. 

(B)  For  payments  on  account  of  a 
sale  or  exchange  of  property  entered  into 
on  or  after  July  24, 1975,  except  a  sale  or 
exchange  entered  into  pursuant  to  a 
binding  written  contract  (including  an 
irrevocable  written  option)  entered  into 
before  such  date,  the  test  rate  prescribed 
by  this  subdivision  shall  be  6  percent  per 
annum  simple  interest.  (See  paragraph 
(c)(4)  of  this  section  for  special  rules 
where  there  has  been  a  substantial 
change  in  the  terms  of  a  contract  entered 
into  before  July  24,  1975.) 

(2)  Alternative  test  where  contract 
rate  is  at  least  that  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  il)  (ii)  of  this  section.  The 
method  provided  in  paragraph  (d)(1)  of 
this  section  for  determining  whether 
there  is  total  unstated  interest  need  not 
be  used  in  the  case  of  a  contract  which 
provides  for  interest  at  a  rate  of  at  least 
that  prescribed  in  paragraph  (d)  (1)  (ii) 
of  this  section,  payable  on  each  install¬ 
ment  of  principal  at  the  time  such  in¬ 
stallment  is  payable.  For  purposes  of 
paragraph  (b)(1)  (ii)  of  this  section, 
there  is  no  total  unstated  interest  under 
such  a  contract  and,  therefore,  section 
483  does  not  apply  to  payments  under 
such  a  contract.  For  purposes  of  this 
paragraph,  simple  interest  means 
straight  interest  computed  on  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  a  payment  from  the  time 
of  the  sale  or  exchange  to  the  time  the 
payment  is  required  to  be  made.  As  an 
illustration  of  the  meaning  of  simple  in¬ 
terest,  if  a  contract  provides  for  pay¬ 
ments  totaling  $6,000  in  3  equal  install¬ 
ments  of  $2,000  plus  4  percent  per  annum 
simple  interest,  such  installments  of 
principal  and  interest  being  due  1,  2,  and 
3  years,  respectively,  from  the  date  of  the 
sale,  the  amount  of  interest  due  with 
the  first  installment  is  $80  ( $2,000 x 
0.04x1,  the  amount  of  interest  due  with 
the  second  installment  is  $160  ($2,000 x 
0.04x2) ,  and  the  amount  of  interest  due 
with  the  third  installment  is  $240 
($2,000x0.94x3. 

•  •  *  •  ♦ 

(4)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
following  examples  (Note  that  examples 
(1)  through  (5)  use  Tables  I  through  m, 
because  such  tables  apply  generally  to 
transactions  entered  into  after  Jime  30, 
1963  and  before  July  24,  1975,  and  that 
the  principles  illustrated  by  such  ex¬ 
amples  would  apply  for  transactions 
entered  into  on  or  after  July  24,  1975,  in 
which  case  Tables  IV  through  VI  would 
generally  be  applied.) : 

•  •  •  «  * 

Example  (5).  (i)  The  facts  are  the  same  as 
in  Example  (4),  except  that  the  date  of  the 
sale  of  property  to  both  B  and  C  is  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1073.  Although  three  of  the  four  pay¬ 
ments  under  the  contracts  between  A  and 
B  and  between  A  and  C  are  to  be  made  after 
July  24,  1976,  the  test  rate  of  4  percent  per 


annum  simple  interest  is  still  applied  to  all 
payments  In  determining  for  pxirposes  of  this 
paragraph  whether  there  Is  total  unstated  in¬ 
terest  under  either  contract  because  in  each 
case  the  sale  occurred  before  July  24,  1976. 

(11)  Since  the  Interest  rate  specified  in 
the  contract  between  A  and  B  is  equal  to  the 
test  rate  of  4  percent  per  annum  simple  in¬ 
terest,  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  section 
applies.  Therefore,  it  is  not  necessary  to  com¬ 
pute  whether  there  is  total  unstated  interest 
under  paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this  section,  and 
section  483  does  not  apply  to  any  payments 
due  under  the  contract. 

(iii)  Since  the  contract  between  A  and  C 
does  not  provide  for  Interest  at  a  rate  of  at 
least  4  percent  per  annum,  payable  on  each 
installment  of  principal  at  the  time  such 
installment  is  payable,  paragraph  (d)(2)  of 
this  section  does  not  apply  and  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  whether  there  is  total  unstated 
interest  must  be  made  under  paragraph  (d) 
(1)  of  this  section,  in  the  same  manner,  and 
using  the  same  tables,  as  computed  in  Ex¬ 
ample  (4)(ii).  Since  the  sum  of  the  pay¬ 
ments  to  which  section  483  applies  ($4,000) 
exceeds  the  sum  of  the  present  value  of  such 
payments  and  the  present  value  of  the  stated 
interest  payment  ($3,987.23),  there  is  total 
unstated  interest  under  the  contract  and 
the  provisions  of  section  483  apply  to  the 
payments  of  sales  price  due  under  the  con¬ 
tract.  For  the  method  of  computing  the 
amount  of  total  unstated  interest  which  is 
includible  in  or  deductible  from  gross  in¬ 
come,  the  rules  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section  are  applied,  vising  Tables  I  and  III 
and  not  Tables  IV  and  VI. 

Example  (6).  On  December  31,  1975,  A  sells 
property  to  B  under  a  contract  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  B  is  to  make  payments  of  $2,040 
($2,000  sales  price  plus  $40  Interest),  $2,080 
($2,000  sales  price  plus  $80  interest),  and 
$2,120  ($2,000  sales  price  plus  $120  interest), 
such  payments  being  due,  respectively,  1,  2, 
and  3  years  from  the  date  of  sale.  Because 
the  contract  was  entered  into  after  July  24, 
1975,  the  determination  of  whether  there  is 
total  unstated  interest  under  the  contract  is 
made  using  Table  IV  instead  of  Table  I  in  the 
following  manner: 

(1)  Sum  of  paimients  to  which 

sec.  483  applies _  $6,  000.  00 

(ii)  Sum  of: 

Present  value  of  $2,040  due 

1  yr.  from  date  of  sale 
( $2,040  X  0.94340  ( factor 
for  9  to  15  months,  col.  (a) , 

table  IV)) . - .  1,924.54 

Present  value  of  $2,080  due 

2  yrs.  from  date  of  sale 
($2,080x0.89286  (factor  for 
21  to  27  months,  col.  (a), 

table  IV)) _ _ 1,857.16 

Present  value  of  $2,120  due 

3  yrs.  from  date  of  sale 
($2,120x0.84746  (factor  for 
33  to  39  months,  col.  (a), 

table  IV)) .  1,796.62 

Total  . . 5,578.31 


Since  the  sum  of  the  payments  to  which  sec¬ 
tion  483  applies  ($6,000)  exceeds  the  sum  of 
the  present  values  of  such  payments  and 
the  present  values  of  the  stated  interest  pay¬ 
ments  ($5,578.31),  there  is  total  unstated 
Interest  under  the  contract  and  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  483  apply  to  the  payments  of 
sales  price  due  under  the  contract.  For  the 
method  of  computing  the  amount  of  total 
unstated  interest  which  is  includible  In  or 
deductible  from  income,  see  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section. 

(e)  Payments  that  are  indefinite  as 
to  time,  liability,  or  amount.  •  •  • 


(3)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  illustrated  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  examples  (Note  that  examples  (1) 
through  (6)  use  Tables  I  through  m,  be¬ 
cause  such  tables  generally  apply  to 
transactions  entered  into  after  June  30, 
1963  and  before  July  24,  1975,  and  that 
the  principles  illustrated  by  such  ex¬ 
amples  would  apply  for  transactions  en¬ 
tered  into  on  or  after  July  24,  1975,  in 
which  case  Tables  IV  through  VI  would 
generally  be  applied.) : 

*  •  •  •  * 
Example  (6).  The  facts  are  the  same  as 
those  in  Example  ( 1 ) ,  except  that  the  pix^- 
erty  is  sold  on  December  31,  1973,  and  all 
other  relevant  dates  are  10  years  later.  Al- 
thougn  two  of  the  three  payments  due  under 
the  contract  are  to  be  made  after  July  24, 
1975,  total  imstated  Interest  is  computed  in 
the  same  manner,  and  using  the  same  tables 
as  in  Example  ( 1 ) ,  because  the  sale  of  prop¬ 
erty  occurred  before  July  24,  1975.  Thias, 
total  unstated  Interest  under  the  contract, 
determined  as  of  December  31,  1973,  is 
$2,799.40,  and  the  additional  unstated  in¬ 
terest  at  the  end  of  the  third  yectf  (1976)  is 
$276.40. 

Example  (7).  On  December  31,  1976,  A 
sells  property  to  B  under  a  contract  which 
provides  that  B  is  to  pay  $40,000  at  the  time 
of  the  sale  and  $10,000  on  December  29th  of 
each  year  for  the  next  three  years,  unless 
profits  exceed  a  specified  amount  during  the 
year,  in  which  case,  B  is  to  pay  $12,000  in 
that  year.  No  interest  is  provided  for  in  the 
contract.  For  the  year  1976  profits  have  ex¬ 
ceeded  the  specified  amount  and  B  pays 
$12,000.  For  1977  B  pairs  only  $10,000,  but 
for  1978  profits  have  again  exceeded  the 
specified  amount  and  B  pays  $12,000.  Since, 
on  the  date  of  sale,  there  are  definite  pay¬ 
ments  due  under  the  contract,  total  un¬ 
stated  interest  is  computed  with  respect  to 
the  aggregate  of  such  definite  payments.  The 
total  unstated  interest  under  the  contract, 
determined  as  of  December  31,  1975  is  $3,- 
815.50  (using  Tables  IV  and  VI  rather  than 
Tables  I  and  III  because  the  contract  was 
entered  into  after  July  24,  1975).  The  com¬ 
putation  is  as  follows : 

Sum  of  definite  payments  to 

which  sec.  483  applies _ $30,  000.  00 

Less:  Present  value  of  $10,000 
due  every  12  months  for  3 
years  ($10,000  X  2.61845  (factor 
for  3  years,  col.  (b),  table  VI) )  26, 184. 50 

Total  unstated  interest _ $  3, 816. 60 

At  the  time  of  receipt  of  the  indefinite  por¬ 
tion  ($2,000)  of  the  first  payment  ($12,000), 
additional  unstated  Interest  is  not  computed 
on  the  amount  of  such  indefinite  portion 
since  payment  was  made  no  more  than  1 
year  after  the  date  of  the  sale.  At  the  time 
of  receipt  of  the  Indefinite  portion  ($2,000) 
of  the  late  payment  ($12,000),  additional 
unstated  Interest  is  computed  based  on  the 
amount  of  such  indefinite  portion. 

The  additional  unstated  interest  at  the 
end  of  the  third  year  is  $373.00,  computed  as 
follows: 


Indefinite  portion  of  payment  to 

which  sec.  483  applies _ $  2, 000. 00 

Less:  Present  value  of  such  por¬ 
tion  ($2,000X0.81350  (factor 
for  3  years,  col.  (2) .  table  VI) ) .  3, 815.  50 

table  IV) ) .  1, 627. 00 

Total  unstated  interest _ $  873.00 


(f)  Changes  in  terms  of  con- 
tract.  •  ♦  * 
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(5)  Examplzs.  The  provisions  of  para¬ 
graph  (f)  (1)  through  (5)  of  this  section 
may  be  illustrated  by  the  following  ex¬ 
amples  (Note  that  the  examples  use 
Tables  I  through  III,  because  such  tables 
apply  generally  to  transactions  entered 
into  after  Jime  30,  1963  and  before 
July  24,  1975,  and  that  the  principles 
illustrated  by  such  examples  would  gen¬ 
erally  apply  for  transactions  entered  into 
on  or  after  July  24,  1975,  in  which  case 
Tables  rv  through  VI  would  generally 
be  applied.) : 

•  •  *  •  * 

Example  (7).  The  facts  are  the  same  as  in 
example  (5),  except  that  the  property  is  sold 
on  December  31,  1973,  and  all  other  relevant 
dates  are  10  years  later.  Although  the  change 
In  the  contract  takes  place  after  July  24, 1975, 
on  December  31,  1977,  under  this  paragraph 
the  recomputation  of  total  unstated  interest 
is  required  to  be  made  as  if  the  original  con¬ 
tract  had  contained  the  changed  terms.  Since 
the  sale  occurred  before  July  24,  1975,  the 
test  rate  for  purposes  of  applying  paragraph 
(d)  to  the  revised  contract  is  still  4  percent 
per  annum  simple  Interest,  and  the  interest 
rate  to  be  used  in  computing  the  amount  of 
total  unstated  interest  under  paragraph  (c) 
Is  still  5  percent  per  annum  compounded 
semiannually.  Thus,  the  determination  of 
whether  there  is  total  unstated  Interest  un¬ 
der  the  revised  contract,  and  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  total  unstated  interest  to  be  allocated 
to  the  final  $2,000  payment,  are  both  made 
by  applying  Table  I  (and  not  Table  IV),  in 
the  same  manner  as  in  example  (5).  There¬ 
fore,  the  total  unstated  interest  to  be  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  final  $2,000  payment  is  $160.38. 

Example  (8).  The  facts  are  the  same  as  in 
example  (5) ,  except  that  the  property  is  sold 
on  December  31,  1973,  and  all  other  relevant 
dates  are  10  years  later.  In  addition,  when 
the  final  $2,000  payment  is  made  on  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1977,  interest  of  $320  is  also  paid  on 
such  amount.  Although  the  change  in  the 
contract  takes  place  after  July  24,  1975,  on 
December  31,  1977,  under  this  paragraph  the 
recomputation  of  total  unstated  Interest  is 
required  to  be  made  as  if  the  original  con¬ 
tract  had  contained  the  changed  terms. 
Since  the  sale  occurred  before  July  24,  1975, 
the  test  rate  for  purposes  of  applying  para¬ 
graph  (d)  to  the  revised  contract  is  still  4 
percent  per  annum  simple  Interest.  Since  the 
$320  of  interest  which  is  paid  in  addition  to 
the  final  $2,000  payment  is  equal  to  the  test 
rate  of  4  percent  per  annum  simple  interest, 
paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  section  applies. 
Therefore,  It  is  not  necessary  to  compute 
whether  there  is  total  unstated  Interest  un- 
dOT  paragraph  (d)  (1)  of  this  section,  and 
section  483  does  not  apply  to  the  final  $2,000 
pajrment. 

(6)  Transfer  of  obligation  to  make 
contract  right  to  receive  deferred  pay¬ 
ments.  •  •  ♦ 

(iv)  The  provisions  of  paragraph  (f) 
(6)  of  this  section  may  be  illustrated  by 
the  following  examples  (Note  that  the 
examples  use  Tables  I  through  III,  with 
respect  to  transactions  entered  into  fifter 
June  30,  1963  and  before  July  24,  1975, 
and  that  the  principles  illustrated  by 
such  examples  would  generally  apply  for 
transactions  entered  Into  on  or  after 
July  24,  1975,  in  which  case  Tables  IV 
through  VI  would  generally  be  applied.) : 

•  •  ♦  •  « 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Example  (5)  (a)  The  facts  are  the  same  as 
in  example  ( 1 ) ,  except  that  A  sells  property 
to  B  on  December  31,  1973,  and  all  other 
relevant  dates  are  10  years  later. 

(b)  Although  the  transfer  of  property  by  B 
to  C  takes  place  after  July  24,  1975,  A  is  not 
affected  with  respect  to  section  483  merely  by 
reason  of  such  transfer  (see  paragraph  (f )  (6) 
(i)  (a)  of  this  section),  and  section  483  is 
applied  to  C  in  the  same  manner  as  it  ap¬ 
plied  to  B  as  if  the  transfer  of  the  obligation 
to  make  the  two  remaining  $2,000  payments 
had  not  been  made  (see  paragraph  (f)  (6)  (i) 
(c)  of  this  section).  With  respect  to  each  of 
the  two  remaining  $2,000  pairments,  there¬ 
fore,  C  may  deduct  $229.60,  and  A  continues 
to  include  such  amormt  in  income.  B  has  no 
deductions  with  respect  to  such  payments 
by  C. 

(o)  With  respect  to  the  contract  between  B 
and  C,  section  483  applies  to  each  of  the 
$1,000  payments  to  be  made  by  C  at  the 
end  of  the  next  4  years,  and  total  unstated 
Interest  with  respect  to  such  payments  must 
be  computed  in  the  manner  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  this  section.  Since  the  contract 
between  B  and  C  is  treated  as  a  new  contract 
(see  paragraph  (f)  (6)  (i)  (d)  of  this  section). 
Tables  IV  to  VI  (and  not  Tables  I  to  III) 
are  used  in  making  the  computation  because 
the  transfer  of  property  by  B  to  C  takes 
place  on  January  1,  1976,  which  is  after 
July  24,  1976.  Because  the  assumption  of  B’s 
obligation  is  treated  as  a  payment  made  at 
the  time  of  the  transfer,  section  483  does 
not  apply  to  the  two  remaining  payments 
for  purposes  of  the  contract  between 
B  and  C. 

Example  (G).  (a)  The  facts  are  the  same 
as  in  example  (1),  except  that  A  sella  prop¬ 
erty  to  B  on  January  31,  1973,  and  all  other 
relevant  dates  are  10  years  later.  In  addition, 
on  January  1,  1976,  A  transfers  his  contract 
right  to  receive  the  two  remaining  $2,000 
payments  to  C  in  exchange  for  property 
having  a  fair  market  value  of  $3,000. 

(b)  Although  the  transfer  of  his  contract 
right  by  A  to  C  takes  place  after  July  24, 
1976,  B  is  not  affected  by  the  transaction 
(See  paragraph  (f)  (6)  (li)  (a)  of  this  section) 
and  B  continues  to  deduct  $229.60  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  of  the  two  remaining  $2,000 
payments.  A  treats  his  contract  with  B  as 
having  been  changed  to  provide  for  two  pay¬ 
ments  of  $2,000  each,  due  December  31st  of 
1974  and  1975,  respectively,  and  a  final  pay¬ 
ment  of  $3,000  (the  fair  market  value  of  the 
property  transferred  by  C  to  A)  due  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976.  A  recomputes  his  total  unstated 
interest  in  accordance  with  the  rules  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section  and 
allocates  such  unstated  interest  in  the  man¬ 
ner  provided  in  paragraph  (f)  (4)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Since  the  sale  to  B  took  place  before 
July  24,  1975,  and  since  the  recomputation 
is  made  as  if  the  original  contract  with  B 
had  contained  the  changed  terms.  Tables  I 
to  III  are  used  in  making  the  recomputation 
and  not  Tables  IV  to  VI. 

(c)  C  treats  the  two  remaining 
$2,000  payments  from  B  as  if  they  are 
due  under  a  contract  for  the  sale  of 
property  entered  into  with  B  on  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976.  Thus,  C  computes  total  im- 
stated  interest  under  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section  as  if  he  had  entered  into  a 
contract  subject  to  section  483  which 
provided  for  $2,000  due  December  31, 
1976,  and  $2,000  due  December  31,  1977, 
and  then  allocates  such  total  unstated 
interest  in  the  manner  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section.  Since  Janu- 
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ary  1,  1976,  is  after  July  24,  1975,  Tables 
rv  to  VI  (and  not  Tables  I  to  HI)  are 
applied  in  computing  such  total  un¬ 
stated  interest. 

(d)  With  respect  to  the  contract 
between  A  and  C,  section  483  does  not 
apply  because  there  are  no  deferred 
payments. 

(g)  Present  value  tables — (1)  Com¬ 
putation  of  present  value.  If  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  present  value  computation 
is  to  determine  under  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section  whether  there  is  total  un¬ 
stated  interest  under  a  contract,  column 
(a)  of  the  appropriate  table  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (g)  (2)  of  this  section  shall 
be  used.  For  the  rules  relating  to  certain 
governmental  obligations,  see  paragraph 
(d)(3)  of  this  section.  If  the  purpose  of 
the  present  value  computation  is  to 
determine  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section  the  amount  of  total  unstated 
interest  under  a  contract  to  be  included 
in  or  deducted  from  income  (that  is, 
after  it  has  already  been  determined  by 
using  column  (a)  of  the  appropriate 
table  that  the  contract  contains  total 
unstated  interest),  column  (b)  of  the 
appropriate  table  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(g)  (2)  of  this  section  shall  be  used.  If  a 
contract  provides  for  deferred  payments 
for  a  period  in  excess  of  60  years,  the 
factor  (or  factors)  necessary  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  Washington, 
D.C.  20224.  In  general,  such  request 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  the 
contract  (or  the  proposed  contract)  and 
other  relevant  instruments. 

(2)  Tables.  *  •  • 

Table  I — Present  Value  op  Deferred 
Payment 

Table  I — Present  Value  of  Deferred 
Payment 

(Applicable  to  contracts  entered  into  before 
JiUy  24,  1975  to  which  paragraphs  (c)  (2)  (11) 
(A)  and  (d)(l)(U)(A)  of  this  section 
apply) . 

(COL.  (a)  4  PERCENT  SIMPLE  INTEREST— COL. 
(b)  5  PERCENT  INTEREST,  COMPOUNDED  SEMI¬ 
ANNUALLY) 

4  *  *  •  • 

Table  II — Present  Value  or  Annuity 
Certain:  $1  Every  6  Months 

(Applicable  to  contracts  entered  Into  before 
July  24,  1975  to  which  paragraphs  (c)  (2)  (11) 
(A)  and  (d)(l)(U)(A)  of  this  section 
apply) . 

(COL.  (a)  4  PERCENT  SIMPLE  INTEREST - COL. 

(b>  5  PERCENT  INTEREST,  COMPOUNDED  SEMI¬ 
ANNUALLY) 

*  •  •  •  • 

Table  III — Present  Value  or  Annuity 
Certain:  $1  Every  12  Months 

(Applicable  to  contracts  entered  Into  before 
July  24,  1975  to  which  paragraphs  (c)  (2)  (11) 
(A)  and  (d)  (1)  (11)  (A)  of  this  section 
apply) . 

(COL.  (a)  4  PERCENT  SIMPLE  INTEREST — COL. 
(b)  5  PERCENT  INTEREST,  COMPOUNDED  SEMI¬ 
ANNUALLY) 

•  *  •  •  •  ' 
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Tablr  IV. — Present  value  of  deferred  ■payment- — applicable  to  contracts  entered  into  on  or 
after  July  fS,  1975,  to  which  paragraphs  (c)  (f)  (tt)  {B)  and  (d)  (I)  (»i)  (B)  of  this  section  apply 

[Col.  (a)  0  percent  simple  interest;  col.  (b)  7  percent  interest,  compounded  semiannuaHyl 


Number  of 
months 
deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Number  of 
months 
deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Number  of 
months 
deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Present 
value  of 
$1  ate 
pi^rcent 
simple 
Interest 

Present 
value  of 
$lat7 
pwcent 
com¬ 
pounded 
semi- 
animally 

Present 
value  of 
$lst6 
percent 
simple 
interest 

Present 
value  of 
$1  at  7 
pefceut 
com¬ 
pounded 
semi¬ 
annually 

Present 
value  of 
$1  at  6 
percent 
simple 
interest 

Present 
value  of 
$1  at  7 
percent 
com¬ 
pounded 
semi¬ 
annually 

More 

than 

But 

not 

more 

than 

More 

than 

But 

not 

more 

than 

More 

than 

But 

not 

more, 

than 

0 

6 

1.00000 

1.00000 

243 

249 

.44843 

.  -24403 

489 

495 

.28902 

.059.55 

6 

9 

.97067 

.96618 

249 

2.55 

.44248 

.  -23578 

49.5 

.501 

.-288,53 

.05754 

it 

15 

.94340 

.93351 

2.55 

261 

.43668 

.-22781 

501 

507 

.-28409 

.05559 

15 

21 

. 91743 

.90194 

261 

267 

.43103 

.22010 

507 

.513 

.28169 

.05371 

21 

27 

.89286 

.87144 

267 

273 

.42553 

.21-266 

513 

519 

.-27933 

.05190 

27 

33 

.80957 

.84197 

273 

279 

.42017 

.  -20.547 

519 

525 

.27701 

.05014 

33 

39 

.84746 

.813.50 

279 

285 

.414<.H 

.  198.5-2 

.525 

.531 

.27473 

.04845 

3U 

45 

.82645 

.78599 

285 

291 

.40984 

.  19181 

531 

537 

.27248 

.04681 

45 

51 

.80645 

.75941 

2>.»1 

297 

.40486 

.18532 

587 

543 

.27027 

.04.522 

51 

57 

.78740 

.73373 

297 

303 

.40000 

.  17*.)05 

.543 

549 

.26810 

.04369 

57 

63 

.76928 

.70892 

303 

309 

.39526 

.17300 

549 

555 

.28W6 

.042-22 

63 

09 

.75188 

.68495 

309 

315 

.39062 

. 16715 

.555 

.561 

.26385 

.040?J 

6y 

75 

.73529 

.66178 

315 

321 

.38610 

.16150 

561 

567 

.26178 

.03941 

75 

81 

.71942 

.63940 

821 

3-27 

.38168 

.1.5603 

567 

573 

.-2.5974 

.03808 

«1 

87 

.70423 

.61778 

327 

333 

.37736 

.15076 

573 

579 

.2.5773 

.03679 

87 

93 

.68966 

.59689 

333 

339 

.37313 

.14566 

579 

585 

.25575 

.035.55 

93 

99 

.67668 

.57671 

339 

345 

.36900 

.14078 

685 

591 

.25381 

.03434 

99 

105 

.66225 

.65720 

345 

351 

.36496 

.13598 

591 

597 

.25189 

.03318 

105 

111 

.64935 

.5383(> 

351 

357 

.36101 

.18138 

697 

603 

.25000 

.03206 

111 

117 

.63694 

.  52016 

857 

363 

.35714 

.12093 

603 

609 

.24814 

.03098 

117 

123 

.62500 

..502.57 

363 

36*.) 

.35336 

.12264 

609 

615 

.24631 

.029*23 

123 

129 

.61350 

.48557 

369 

375 

.34965 

.118M 

615 

621 

.24450 

.028*22 

129 

135 

.60241 

.46915 

375 

381 

.34602 

.11449 

621 

627 

.24272 

.02794 

135 

141 

.69172 

.45329 

881 

387 

.84247 

.11062 

627 

633 

.240*26 

.02699 

141 

147 

.58140 

.43796 

387 

393 

.33898 

.10688 

633 

639 

.289-23 

.0-2608 

147 

153 

.57143 

.42315 

393 

3!«9 

.33557 

.103-26 

639 

645 

.28758 

.02520 

1.58 

159 

.56180 

.40884 

39!« 

405 

.33223 

.09977 

645 

651 

.23585 

.02435 

1.59 

165 

.55249 

.89501 

405 

411 

.32895 

.09640 

651 

657 

.28n9 

.0-2352 

165 

171 

.54348 

.38165 

411 

417 

.32573 

.09314 

657 

663 

.23256 

.02273 

171 

177 

..53476 

.86875 

417 

423 

.32258 

.089*29 

663 

669 

.230!t.5 

.0-21*26 

177 

183 

.52632 

.35628 

423 

429 

.81949 

.08694 

669 

675 

.22936 

.021-22 

183 

189 

.51813 

.84423 

429 

435 

.31646 

.08400 

675 

681 

.22779 

.02050 

189 

195 

.51020 

.3325*1 

435 

441 

.31348 

.08116 

681 

687 

.226-24 

.01981 

195 

201 

..50251 

.32134 

441 

447 

.81056 

.07842 

687 

693 

.-22472 

.01914 

201 

207 

.49505 

.81048 

447 

4.53 

.80769 

.07577 

693 

099 

.22821 

.01849 

•  207 

218 

.48780 

.29998 

453 

459 

.30488 

.07320 

699 

705 

.22173 

.01786 

213 

219 

.48077 

.28983 

459 

465 

.30211 

.07073 

705 

711 

.2-2026 

.01726 

219 

225 

.47%l3 

.28003 

465 

471 

.29940 

.06834 

711 

717 

.21882 

.01668 

225 

231 

.46729 

.27056 

471 

477 

.29674 

.06603 

717 

723 

.21739 

.01611 

231 

237 

.46083 

.  -26141 

477 

483 

.29412 

.06379 

237 

243 

.  4.54.55 

.25257 

483 

489 

.  2*91.55 

.06164  1 
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Table  V. — Present  value  of  annuity  certain:  $1  every  6  mos. — Applicable  to  contracts 
entered  into  on  or  after  July  24,  1976,  paragraphs  {c){2)(it){B)  and  (d)  (1)  (it)  {B)  of 
this  section  apply. 

[Col.  (a)  6  percent  simple  interest;  col.  (b)  7  percent  interest,  compounded  semiannually] 


Numbor 
of  years 
filial 

payment 

deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Number 
of  years 
final 

payment 

deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Number 
of  years 
final 

payment 

deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Present 
value  at 

6  percent 
simple 
interest 

Present 
value  at 

7  i)ercent 
com¬ 
pounded 
semi¬ 
annually 

Present 
value  at 

6  percent 
simple 
interest 

Present 
value  at 

7  percent 
com- 
ix)undcd 
semi¬ 
annually 

Present 
value  at 

6  percent 
^mple 
Interest 

Present 
value  at 

7  percent 
com¬ 
pounded 
semi¬ 
annually 

•0.5 

0.97087 

0.96618 

20.5 

26.  45962 

21, 59910 

40.5 

40.73343 

26. 81041 

l.U 

1.91427 

1.89909 

21.0 

•2a  90-210 

•21. 83488 

41.0 

41.02-245 

2a  86996 

1.5 

2. 83170 

2.  80161 

21.5 

•27.33878 

•22. 06-269 

41.5 

41.30898 

26.9-2750 

2.0 

3. 724.56 

3.67308 

•22.0 

•27.76981 

•22. 28-279 

4-2.0 

41.59307 

26.98309 

2.5 

4. 59413 

4. 51505 

•22.5 

•28. 19,534 

22. 49.545 

4-2.5 

41.87476 

27.03680 

3.0 

5. 44159 

.5. 32855 

•23.0 

•2861551 

22. 700i>2 

43.0 

4-2. 1.5409 

27.08870 

3.5 

6.268(M 

6.11454 

•23.5 

‘29. 03015 

‘22. 89944 

43.5 

42. 43110 

27.13884 

4.0 

7. 07449 

6. 87396 

•24.0 

•29. 440-29 

‘23.  U91‘24 

44.0 

42.70583 

27. 187-28 

4.5 

7. 86189 

7.60769 

24.5 

‘29. 84515 

•23.  -27656 

44.5 

42. 97831 

•27.-23409 

5.0 

8. 63112 

8  31661 

•25.0 

30.  ‘24515 

23. 45.562 

4.5.0 

43.  -24858 

27.27932 

.5.5 

9.38300 

9. 001.55 

•2.5.5 

30.64041 

•23. 6‘2862 

4.5.5 

43.51668 

27.3-2301 

ao 

10. 11829 

9.66333 

•26.0 

31.03103 

•23. 79576 

46.0 

43.78264 

•27. 36523 

a5 

10. 83771 

10. 8ff274 

26.5 

31.41713 

‘23. 957-26 

46.5 

44.04649 

27. 40602 

7.0 

11.54194 

10. 92052 

•27.0 

31.79881 

‘24.11330 

47.0 

44.30827 

27.44.543 

7.5 

12. 23160 

11.51741 

•27.5 

32. 17617 

•24.  -26405 

47.5 

44. 56801 

27.483.50 

8.0 

12.90728 

12. 09412 

280 

32.54930 

•24. 40971 

48.0 

44.82574 

27.52029 

8.5 

13. 569.53 

12. 65132 

•28  5 

32.91830 

•24.  .55045 

48.5 

45.08149 

27.55.584 

9.0 

14.  21888 

13. 18968 

•J9.0 

33.  •283-26 

•24.  fi861‘2 

49.0 

45.33530 

27. 59018 

9.5 

14. 85582 

13. 70984 

•29.5 

33.64427 

‘24. 81780 

49.5 

45.58719 

‘27.62337 

10.0 

15. 48082 

14. 21240 

30.0 

34.00141 

24.  '.M47S 

50.0 

45.83719 

27.65543 

10.5 

16. 09432 

14. 69797 

30.5 

34. 85477 

•25. 06738 

50.5 

46.08533 

‘27.68610 

11.0 

16.69673 

15. 16712 

31.0 

34. 70442 

25. 18587 

.51.0 

46.33164 

27.71633 

11.5 

17.28845 

15. 62041 

31.5 

85.05044 

85.30036 

51.5 

46. 57614 

27.74.5-25 

12.0 

17. 86985 

16.05837 

3‘2.0 

85. 39-291 

85. 41097 

.52.0 

46.81886 

27.77318 

12.5 

18. 44128 

16. 48151 

32. 5 

85. 73189 

25.51785 

.58  5 

47.05982 

27. 80018 

13.0 

19.00308 

16. 8')035 

33.0 

36.06746 

.25.62111 

.53.0 

47.29905 

27. 8‘2626 

13.5 

19.55557 

17.28536 

33.5 

3*1. 39969 

‘85. 72088 

53.5 

47.53658 

27. 85148 

14.0 

20.09905 

17. 66702 

34.0 

36. 7-2861 

•85. 81727 

.54.0 

47.77243 

27.87.581 

14.5 

20.63381 

18. 03577 

34.5 

37.05437 

85. 91041 

54.5 

48.00662 

27.89933 

15.0 

21. 16013 

18. 3<,r2tt5 

85.0 

37.37695 

‘26.00040 

55.0 

4^  23918 

27. 92206 

15.5 

21. 67826 

18  73628 

85. 5 

37.69644 

•26.08734 

55.5 

48.47013 

27.94402 

lao 

22. 18846 

19.06887 

36.0 

38. 01‘290 

‘26. 17134 

56.0 

48.69049 

27.96523 

10.5 

22. 69097 

19. 39tf21 

36.5 

38.3-2638 

•28.  ‘25851 

.56.5 

4^  92728 

27.96573 

17.0 

•23. 18602 

19.70068 

37.0 

38  63694 

‘26.33092 

57.0 

49. 15352 

2606554 

17.5 

•23.67382 

20.W)U66 

37.5 

38.  ^463 

26.40669 

57.5 

49.37824 

2692467 

18.0 

24. 154.59 

20.  •29049 

38.0 

39. 24951 

•26  47989 

58.0 

49.60145 

26  01316 

18.5 

•24. 62852 

•20. 57053 

38.5 

39.55162 

26. 55062 

58.5 

49.82318 

2606103 

19.0 

2.5. 09.581 

20.84109 

39.0 

39. 85102 

26. 61896 

59.0 

50.04344 

2607829 

19.5 

25.55664 

21. 10250  . 

39. 5 

40. 14776 

‘26.A*U98 

59.5 

50.26226 

26  09496 

20.0 

28  01119 

21.35507 

40.0 

40. 44188 

•26.74878 

60.0 

50.47965 

2611108 

•The  factor  for  0.5  year  is  applicable  to  a  payment  due  more  than  f>  months  but  not  more  than  9  months  from 
the  date  of  sale  or  exchange.  In  the  case  of  a  payment  due  not  more  than  6  months  from  the  date  of  the  sale  or  ex¬ 
change,  see  the  instructions  in  subparagraph  i7)(ii)  of  this  section. 

Table  VI. — Present  value  of  annuity  certain:  $1  every  12  nms. — Applicable  to  contracts 
entered  into  on  or  after  July  24,  1976,  to  which  paragraphs  (c)  (2)  (ii)  (B)  and  (d)  (1)  (ii)  (B) 
of  this  section  apply. 

(Col.  (a)  6  percent  simple  interest;  col.  0>)  7.i>ercent  intere.st,  compounded  semiannually] 


Number 
of  years 
liW 
payment 
deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Number 
of  yeius 
final 

payment 

deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b)  j 

Number 
of  years 
final 

payment 

deferred 

Col.  (a) 

Col.  (b) 

Present 
value  at 

6  percent 
sample 
interest 

Present 

valuevat 

7  percent 
com¬ 
pounded 
semi¬ 
annually 

Pri'.sent 
value  at 

6  iKTcent 
simple 
interest 

Pre.sent 
value  at 

7  percent 
com- 
poumUsl 
semi¬ 
annually 

Present 
value  at 

6  percent 
simple 
interest 

Present 
value  at 

7  percent 
com¬ 
pounded 
semi¬ 
annually 

1.0 

0.94340 

9  93651 

21.0 

13. 31470 

10.72967 

41.0 

20.33693 

13.20391 

2.0 

1.836-26 

1.80495 

•2-2.0 

13. 74.573 

10. 94977 

42.0 

20.62102 

13.25950 

3.0 

2.68372 

661845 

‘26  0 

14. 16590 

11. 155‘24 

43.0 

20.90035 

13.31140 

4.0 

6  49017 

3. 37787 

‘24.0 

14.57574 

11.34705 

44.0 

21. 17506 

13.35985 

5.0 

4.25940 

4.08678 

25.0 

14.97574 

11.52610 

45.0 

21.44535 

13.40507 

6.0 

4.99469 

4.74857 

290 

15.36636 

11.693-25 

46.0 

21.71131 

16447-29 

7.0 

5.69892 

5.36635 

27.0 

15.74804 

11.84929 

47.0 

21.97809 

13. 48670 

8.0 

6.37460 

5.94305 

260 

16. 12117 

11.99495 

460 

22.23082 

13.5-2349 

9.0 

7.02395 

6.48142 

29.0 

16.48613 

12. 13092 

49.0 

22.48463 

1655783 

10.0 

7.64895 

6.98398 

30.0 

16.84327 

1-2.25785 

50.0 

22.73463 

1658989 

11.0 

6  25136 

7.45313 

31.0 

17. 19292 

1-2.37635 

61.0 

22.98094 

1661982 

12.0 

6  83276 

7.89109 

62.0 

17.53539 

12.48697 

52.0 

23.22366 

13. 64776 

13.0 

9.39456 

629993 

33.0 

17. 87096 

12.  .59023 

53.0 

23.46289 

13.67384 

14.0 

9.93804 

8.68158 

34.0 

1619991 

12.68662 

54.0 

23.69874 

13. 69818 

15.0 

10.46436 

9.03786 

35.0 

1652249 

12. 77661 

55.0 

23.93130 

16  72091 

16.0 

10.07456 

0.37045 

36.0 

1683895 

12.86061 

56.0 

24.16066 

1674218 

17.0 

11.46061 

0.68093 

37.0 

19. 14951 

12.93903 

67.0 

24.38690 

16  76194 

18.0 

11.95038 

9.97076 

360 

19.45439 

13. 012-23 

660 

24.61011 

1678042 

19.0 

1641767 

10.24182 

39.0 

19.75379 

13.08057 

59.0 

24.83037 

13.79768 

20.0 

1687222 

10.49389 

40.0 

20.04791 

13. 14436 

60.0 

25.04776 

1681380 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

(4)  Instructions  for  Table  II.  *  *  * 

(iii)  *  *  • 

(b)  Adjust  the  factor  determined  under 
(a)  of  this  subdivision  by  increasing  such 
factor  either  by  0.01961  (1  minus  the 
column  (a)  factor  for  deferral  of  pay¬ 
ment  for  0.5  years;  in  this  case  0.98039) 
if  the  present  value  computation  is  made 
under  column  (a) ,  or  by  0.02439  (1  minus 
the  column  (b)  factor  for  the  deferral  of 
payment  for  0.5  years;  in  this  case 
0.97561)  if  the  present  value  computation 
is  made  under  column  (b) ;  and 
«  «  «  *  « 

(6)  Instructions  for  Table  IV.  In  gen¬ 
eral,  the  instructions  for  Table  1  are 
applicable  to  Table  IV,  taking  Into  ac¬ 
count  the  change  in  the  rate  of  imputed 
interest  for  contracts  entered  into  on  or 
after  July  24,  1975,  to  paragraphs  (c)  (2) 
(ii)  (B)  and  (d)  (1)  (ii)  (B)  of  ^is  section 
apply. 

(7)  Instructions  for  Table  V.  (i)  In 
general,  the  instructions  for  Table  II  are 
applicable  to  Table  V,  taking  into  account 
the  change  in  the  rate  of  imputed  Inter¬ 
est  for  contracts  entered  into  on  or  after 
July  24,  1975,  to  paragraphs  (c)  (2)  (ii) 
(B)  and  (d)  (1)  (ii)  (B)  of  this  section 
apply. 

(ii)  Notwithstanding  the  preceding 
subdivision,  where  a  contract  entered 
into  on  or  after  July  24, 1975  is  otherwise 
described  in  paragraph  (g)  (4)  (iii)  of 
this  section,  then  the  present  value  of  a 
series  of  equal  payments  described  in 
that  subsection  shall  be  computed  under 
Table  V  as  follows : 

(a)  Determine  the  factor  contained  in 
that  subsection  shall  be  computed  under 
(that  is,  col.  (a)  or  col.  (b) )  for  the  ap¬ 
propriate  number  of  years  the  final  pay¬ 
ment  under  the  contract  is  deferred; 

(b)  Adjust  the  factor  determined  un¬ 
der  (a)  of  this  subdivision  by  increasing 
such  factor  either  by  0.02913  (1  minus 
the  column  (a)  factor  for  deferral  of 
payment  for  0.5  years;  in  this  case 
0.97087)  if  the  present  value  computa¬ 
tion  is  made  under  column  (a),  or  by 
0.03382  (1  minus  the  column  (b)  factor 
for  deferral  of  payment  for  0.5  years; 
in  this  case  0.96616)  if  the  present  value 
computation  is  made  under  column  (b) ; 
and 

(c)  Multiply  the  amount  of  a  single 
payment  under  the  contract  by  the  ad¬ 
justed  factor  determined  under  para¬ 
graph  (g)  (7)  (ii)  (b)  of  this  section. 

For  example,  the  present  value,  using  a 
rate  of  6  percent  i>er  annum  simple  in¬ 
terest,  of  a  series  of  eight  $1,000  pay¬ 
ments,  the  first  payment  being  due  ex¬ 
actly  6  months  from  the  date  of  sale, 
and  the  remaining  seven  payments  being 
due,  respectively  every  6  months  there¬ 
after  (so  that  under  the  rule  of  para¬ 
graph  (g)  (7)  (1)  of  this  section  the  final 
payment  is  deferred  •:  years) ,  is  $7,103.62 
($1,000  X  (7.07449  plus  0.02913)  ) . 

(8)  Instructions  for  Table  VI.  In  gen¬ 
eral,  the  Instructions  for  Table  m  are 
applicable  to  Table  VI,  taking  into  ac¬ 
count  the  change  in  the  rate  of  imputed 
interest  for  contracts  entered  into  on  or 
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after  July  24,  1975  to  paragraphs  (c)  (2) 
(ii)  (B)  and  (d)  (1)  (ii)  (B)  of  this  section 
apply. 

[FR  Doc.75-19208  FUed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7CFRPart927] 

HANDLING  OF  PEARS  GROWN  IN  ORE¬ 
GON.  WASHINGTON,  AND  CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

This  notice  invites  written  comments 
relative  to  a  proposed  seasonal  regula¬ 
tion  of  the  grade  and  size  of  fresh  Oregon, 
Washington,  and  California  winter  pears 
in  interstate  shipments.  It  would  be  ef¬ 
fective  from  August  25,  1975,  through 
June  30,  1976.  The  proposed  regulation, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  was  unanimously 
recommended  by  the  members  of  the 
Control  Committee  that  functions  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  Order  No.  927,  as  amended  (7 
CFR  Part  927),  which  regulate  the 
handling  of  fresh  Beurre  D’Anjou,  Beurre 
Bose,  Winter  Nelis,  Doyenne  du  Comice, 
Beurre  Easter,  and  Beurre  ClairgeaU 
varieties  of  pears  grown  in  Oregon, 
Washington,  and  California.  This  regu¬ 
latory  program  is  effective  imder  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UB.C.  601-674) . 

The  proposed  regulation  reflects  the 
committee’s  appraisal  of  the  1975  crop 
and  the  current  and  prospective  market 
conditions.  The  proposed  grade  and  size 
requirements  are  designed  to  prevent  the 
handling  of  winter  pears  grading  lower 
than  the  specifled  grade  or  smaller  than 
the  specifled  size  so  as  to  provide  con¬ 
sumers  with  good  quaUty  fruit  consistent 
with  the  overall  quality  of  the  crop,  while 
improving  returns  to  the  producers  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

In  addition  to  the  basic  grade  and  size 
requirements  specified  for  Beurre  D’An¬ 
jou,  Beurre  Bose,  and  E>oyenne  du  Comice 
pears,  the  regulation  would  permit  the 
handling  of  such  pears  bearing  limited 
damage  from  skin  punctures,  however, 
this  reduction  in  market  desirability 
would  be  offset  by  the  requirement  that 
any  pears  thus  affected  be  otherwise  of  a 
specifled  higher  grade  and  of  a  larger 
size.  The  provision  that  any  handler  may 
ship  Size  180  Beurre  D'Anjou  pears  of  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1  grade  in  an  amoimt  not 
exceeding  2  percent  of  his  total  seasonal 
Beurre  D’Anjou  shipments  that  are  U.S. 
No.  1  grade,  or  better,  would  permit  the 
limited  marketing  of  smaller  pears  of  a 
desirable  quality  which  offsets  the  smaller 
size. 

The  reqiiirement  that  the  core  tem¬ 
perature  of  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  grown 
in  the  Oregon  and  Washington  Districts 
and  shipped  prior  to  October  15,  1975, 
must  have  be^  lowered  to  the  specified 
temperatme  (35*  F.  or  less)  is  designed 
to  assure  proper  ripening  of  such  pears. 

The  propoi^  regulation  is  as  follows: 

§  927.314  Pear  Remilation  14. 

Order,  (a)  During  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1975,  through  June  30,  1976,  no 


handler  shall  ship  any  of  the  following 
varieties  of  pears  which  do  not  meet  the 
requirements  hereinafter  specifled: 

(1)  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  shall  be  of  a 
size  not  smaller  than  165  size  and  shall 
grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  2  except  that  any 
handler  may  ship  a  quantity  of  Beurre 
D’Anjou  p>ears  that  are  not  smaller  than 
180  size  and  not  less  than  U.S.  No.  1  grade 
which  quantity  shall  not  exceed  2  percent 
of  the  total  U.S.  No.  1  or  better  grades  of 
such  variety  shipped  by  the  handler,  dur¬ 
ing  the  aforesaid  period:  Provided,  That 
pears  of  such  variety  which  bear  un¬ 
healed  skin  pimctures  not  exceeding 

of  an  inch  in  diameter  may  be  shipped  if 
they  otherwise  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1 
and  are  of  a  size  not  smaller  than  135 
size: 

(2)  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  shipped 
from  the  Medford,  Hood  River- White 
Salmon-Underwood,  Wenatchee,  and 
Yakima  Districts,  prior  to  October  15, 
1975,  shall  have  an  appropriate  certifica¬ 
tion  by  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service,  issued  prior  to  shipment,  show¬ 
ing  that  the  core  temperature  of  such 
pears  has  been  lowered  to  35®  Fahrenheit 
or  less; 

(3)  Beurre  Bose  pears  shall  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1  and  shall  be  of  a  size  not 
smaller  than  195  size:  Provided.  ’That 
pears  of  such  variety  which  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  2  may  be  shipped  if  they  are  of 
a  size  not  smaller  than  180  size:  Pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  pears  of  such  variety 
which  bear  unhealed  skin  punctures  not 
exceeding  of  an  inch  in  diameter  may 
be  shipped  if  they  otherwise  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1  and  are  of  a  size  not 
smaller  than  135  size; 

(4)  Doyenne  du  Comice  pears  shall  be 
of  a  size  not  smaller  than  165  size  and 
shall  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  2 :  Provided, 
That  pears  of  such  variety  which  bear 
unhealed  skin  punctures  not  exceeding 
■>10  of  an  inch  in  diameter  may  be  shipped 
if  they  otherwise  grade  at  least  U.S.  No. 
1  and  are  of  a  size  not  smaller  than  135 
size;  and 

(5)  Winter  Nelis  pears  shall  be  of  a 
size  not  smaller  than  195  size  and  shall 
grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  2. 

(b)  During  the  aforesaid  period,  each 
handler  may  ship  on  any  one  conveyance 
up  to,  but  not  to  exceed,  200  standard 
western  pear  boxes  of  any  variety  of 
pears,  or  an  equivalent  quantity  of  pears 
in  other  containers  computed  by  weight 
to  the  nearest  5  pounds,  without  regard 
to  the  inspection  requirements  of  §  927.60 
(a) ,  under  the  following  conditions: 

<1)  Each  handler  desiring  to  make 
shipment  of  pears  pursuant  to  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  first  apply  to  the  committee, 
on  forms  furnished  by  the  committee,  for 
permission  to  make  such  shipments.  At 
the  time  of  any  such  shipment  the 
handler  shall  report  to  the  committee,  on 
forms  supplied  by  the  committee,  the  car 
or  truck  number  and  the  destination  of 
the  shipment. 

(2)  On  the  basis  of  such  individual  re¬ 
ports  the  committee  shall  require  spot 
check  inspection  of  such  shipments. 

(c)  When  used  herein,  “U.S.  No.  1”  and 
“U.S.  No.  2”  shall  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  United  States  Stand¬ 


ards  for  Winter  Pears  such  as  Anjou, 
Bose,  Winter  Nelis,  Comice,  and  Other 
Similar  Varieties  (7  CFR  51.1300-51.- 
1323) ;  “135  Size’’,  “165  Size’’,  “180  Size’’, 
and  “195  Size”  shall  mean  that  the  pears 
of  such  designated  sizes  will  pack,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  sizing  and  packing 
specification  of  a  standard  pack  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  said  United  States  Standards,  135, 
165,  180,  or  195  pears,  respectively,  in  a 
standard  western  pear  box  (inside  di¬ 
mensions  18  inches  long  by  ll*/2  inches 
wide  by  8V2  Inches  deep);  and,  except 
as  otherwise  specified,  all  other  terms 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order. 

All  persons  who  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  in  connection  with 
the  proposal  should  file  the  same,  in 
quadruplicate,  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Room  112A,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later 
than  August  11,  1975.  All  written  sub¬ 
missions  made  piu’suant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  regular  business  hours  (7  CFR 
1.27(b)). 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

Charles  R.  Braoer, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IFR  Doc .75-19399  FUed  7-24-75; 8; 45  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
[  7  CFR  Part  1701  ] 

REA  SPECIFICATIONS  FOR  RURAL 
TELEPHONE  FACILITIES 

Proposed  Revision  of  REA  Standard  for 
Station  Installations 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pm-suant 
to  the  Rural  Electrification  Act,  as 
amended  (7  USC  901  et  seq.),  REA  pro¬ 
poses  to  issue  Bulletin  345-52  to  an¬ 
nounce  a  revision  in  REA  Standard  PC-5 
for  station  installations.  On  Issuance  of 
REA  Bulletin  345-52,  Appendix  A  to  Part 
1701  will  be  modified  accordingly. 

Persons  interested  in  the  revised  spec¬ 
ification  may  submit  written  data,  views 
or  comments  to  the  Director,  Telephone 
Operations  and  Standards  Division, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration. 
Room  1355,  South  Building,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  not  later  than  August  25,  1975.  All 
written  submissions  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Telephone  Operations  gnd  Stand¬ 
ards  Division  during  regular  business 
hours. 

A  copy  of  the  revised  REA  Standard 
PC-5  may  be  secured  in  person  or  by 
written  request  from  the  Director,  Tele¬ 
phone  Operations  and  Standards  Di¬ 
vision. 

The  text  of  REA  Bulletin  345-52  an¬ 
nouncing  the  revision  of  the  standard  is 
as  follows: 
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REA  Bulletin  345-52 

subject:  REA  STANDARD  FOR  STATION 
INSTALLATIONS 

I.  Purpose:  To  announce  Issuance  of  a  re¬ 
vised  REA  Standard  PC-5  for  Station  Instal¬ 
lations. 

II.  General:  REA  Standard  PC-5  provides 
details  relating  to  telephone  station  Installa¬ 
tions.  This  revision  supersedes  the  current 
Issue  dated  January  1968.  The  major  changes 
include  a  general  updating  of  Installation 
practices.  These  include: 

1.  A  greater  emphasis  on  burled  services. 

2.  The  addition  of  sections  covering  aerial 
services  and  service  entrance  conduits. 

3.  Revised  Instructions  for  mobile  home 
installations. 

4.  Grounding  practices  that  conform  with 
the  1975  edition  of  the  National  Electric 
Code. 

5.  New  Illustrations,  tables,  and  construc¬ 
tion  drawings. 

The  revised  standard  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1975.  All  station  Installations  con¬ 
tracted  for  after  that  date  shall  comply  in 
all  respects  with  the  revised  REA  Standard 
PC-5.  This  does  not  preclude  the  adoption  of 
the  revised  standard  prior  to  the  effective 
date. 

III.  Availability  of  Standard:  Copies  of  the 
revised  PC-5  will  be  furnished  by  REA  upon 
request.  Questions  concerning  this  revised 
standard  may  be  referred  to  the  Chief,  Sta¬ 
tion  Equipment  and  Protection  Branch,  Tel¬ 
ephone  Operations  and  Standards  Division, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  telephone  number  202  447-3173. 

Dated:  July  21,  1975. 

C.  R.  Ballard, 
Assistant  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-19401  Filed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[UCFRPart  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-WE-121 
VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  realign  the  segment  of 
V-108  between  Linden,  Calif.,  and  Crock¬ 
ett  Intersection,  Calif.,  and  redesignate 
V-108  from  Crockett  Intersection  to  San¬ 
ta  Rosa,  Calif.,  via  Napa,  Calif. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  In 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
Identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  15000  Aviation  Boulevard, 
P.O.  Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  August  25, 
1975  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  The 
proposal  contain^  In  this  notice  may  be 
changed  In  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  at  the 
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Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  Informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  proposed  amendment  would’: 

1.  Reailng  V-108  from  Linden,  Calif.,  to  the 
Crockett  Intersection,  Calif.,  via  Concord, 
Calif. 

2.  Revoke  that  segment  of  V-108  from  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  to  Crockett  Intersection. 

3.  Establish  a  new  segment  of  V-108  from 
Crockett  Intersection  to  Santa  Rosa,  Calif., 
via  Napa,  Calif. 

Realignment  of  V-108  east  of  the 
Crockett  Intersection  via  Concord,  Calif., 
would  eliminate  navigational  problems 
that  have  existed  between  Crockett  In¬ 
tersection  and  Linden,  and  provide  more 
precise  navigation  at  the  lower  altitudes. 
That  portion  of  the  airway  between 
Crockett  Intersection  and  Concord  would 
be  reduced  to  a  3  mile  width  on  the  south 
side  to  permit  aircraft  operations  on  that 
segment  of  V-108  from  6,000  feet  to  8,- 
000  feet  MSL  without  encroachment  on 
airspace  contained  within  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  Terminal  Control  Area  (TCA) . 
Otherwise,  TCA  coordination  would  need 
to  be  effected  with  the  Bay  TRACON  and 
aircraft  would  be  required  to  be  properly 
equipped  to  operate  in  Group  I  TCA  air¬ 
space  before  flights  could  be  conducted 
on  that  segment  at  those  altitudes. 

Redesignation  of  V-108  from  the 
Crockett  Intersection  to  Santa  Rosa  via 
Napa,  Calif.,  would  provide  an  airway  for 
the  use  of  aircraft  on  the  heavily  traveled 
route  from  Sonoma  Coimty  to  Napa 
County  and  Buchanan  Airports.  Revoking 
that  portion  of  V-108  between  Crockett 
Intersection  and  San  Francisco  would 
have  no  effect  on  airway  continuity  since 
those  segments  also  have  other  airway 
designations. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  21, 
1975. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doc,75-19327  PUed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Parts  71  and  75  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SO-82] 

REPORTING  POINTS,  CONTROLLED 
AREAS  AND  JET  ROUTES 

Proposed  Designation,  Modification,  and 
Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  amendments  to 
Parts  71  and  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  that  would  modify  control 
areas,  jet  routes,  and  reporting  points  in 
the  Atlantic  offshore  airspace  between 
Wilmington,  N.C.,  and  Miami,  Fla. 


*Map  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


In  ccmjunction  with  this  proposal  for 
rule-making  actions,  nonrule-making  ac¬ 
tions  would  be  taken  to  modify  warning 
areas  and  establish  Atlantic  routes  in 
the  offshore  control  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  niunber  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Southern  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta. 
Ga.  30320.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  August  25,  1975  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  infor¬ 
mal  docket  also  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

As  parts  of  these  proposals  relate  to 
the  navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in 
consonance  with  the  ICAO  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas  out¬ 
side  domestic  airspace  of  the  United 
States  is  governed  by  Article  12  and  An¬ 
nex  11  to  the  Convention  on  Interna¬ 
tional  Civil  Aviation,  which  pertain  to 
the  establishment  of  air  navigation 
facilities  and  services  necessary  to  pro¬ 
moting  the  safe,  orderly  and  expeditious 
flow  of  civil  air  traffic.  Their  purpose  is 
to  Insure  that  civil  flying  on  interna¬ 
tional  air  routes  is  carried  out  under  uni¬ 
form  conditions  designed  to  improve  the 
safety  and  efficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  ap¬ 
ply  in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state, 
derived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic 
services  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a 
contracting  state  accepts  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  accept¬ 
ing  such  responsibility  may  apply  the 
International  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  that  adopted  for 
airspace  under  its  domestic  jurl^lctlon. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avi¬ 
ation,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11 
and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the 
United  States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that 
its  state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  in¬ 
ternational  airspace  with  due  regard  for 
the  safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  these  actions  Involve,  in  part, 
the  designation  of  navigable  airspace 
outside  the  United  States,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  has  consulted  with  the  Secretary 
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of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Ex> 
ecutive  Order  10854. 

Proposed  mle-making  actions  are  as 
follows:  ^ 

1.  In  S  71.163.  Control  Areas  1150, 1151, 
1152,  1153,  1232,  1386,  1404,  1412,  1489, 
Myrtle  Beach,  S.C.,  and  Wilmington, 
N.C.,  would  be  revoked.  In  lieu  thereof, 
the  South  Atlantic  Control  Area  would 
be  designated  as  follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
2,000  feet  AMSL,  bounded  on  the  south  by 
Latitudes  24*00'00"  N.,  and  27*00'00"  N.; 
on  the  west  and  northwest  by  Control  1233, 
by  a  line  from  Lat.  24*34'30"  N.,  Long.  80®- 
60'15''  W.,  to  Lat.  40*45'45''  N.,  Long.  80*- 
48'16"  W.,  and  by  a  line  3  NM  from  and 
parallel  to  the  shoreline;  and  on  the  north¬ 
east  and  east  by  Control  1181  and  the  New 
York  and  Miami  Oceanic  CTA/FIB. 

The  revoked  control  areas  would  be  re¬ 
placed  by  the  single  South  Atlantic  Con¬ 
trol  Area,  which  would  consist  of  the 
same  airspace  contained  in  the  revoked 
control  areas. 

2.  In  §  71.209,  the  following  reporting 
points  would  be  revoked:  Azalea,  Barra¬ 
cuda,  Halibut,  Swordfish,  and  Snook. 
These  reporting  points  would  no  longer 
be  required  as  compulsory  reporting 
points. 

3.  In  §  71.209,  the  following  reporting 
points  would  be  relocated  to  coincide  with 
the  centerlines  of  Atlantic  Routes  AR-1, 
AR-2,  and  AR-3  as  proposed  herein: 

Hobe  Int:  Int  of  the  Biscayne  Bay,  Fla., 
VOBTAC  015T  (015°M)  and  the  Orlando, 
Pla.,  VOBTAC  OTO'T  (OTCM)  radlals. 

Squid  Int:  Int  of  the  191"!  (197°M)  bear¬ 
ing  from  Croatan,  N.C.,  BBN;  the  (090®M) 
bearing  from  Dlnsmore,  Fla.,  BBN;  and  the 
JacksonviUe,  Fla.,  VOBTAC  090°T  (090'’M) 
radial. 

Carp  Int:  Int  of  a  direct  line  between 
Carolina  Beach,  N.C.,  BBN  and  Nassau,  Baha¬ 
mas,  BBN;  the  090°T  (090*M)  bearing  from 
Dlnsmore,  Ra..  BBN;  and  the  Jacksonville. 
Fla.,  VOBTAC  090‘'T  (090‘M)  radial. 

Abaco  Int:  Int  of  a  direct  line  between 
Carolina  Beach,  N.C.,  BBN  and  Nassau. 
Bahamas,  BBN,  and  the  050°T  (050°M)  bear¬ 
ing  from  Bimini,  Bahamas,  BBN  (at  latitude 
27*00'00"  N.) 

4.  In  §  75.100,  J-141.  J-183,  and  J-190 
would  be  revoked,  and  the  portion 
of  J-81  which  presently  extends  north¬ 
east  of  Orlando,  Fla.,  would  be  revoked. 
In  lieu  of  these  jet  routes,  nonrule-mak¬ 
ing  Atlantic  Routes  AR-1,  AR-2,  AR-3, 
and  AR-6  as  proposed  herein  would  be 
used. 

Related  nonrule-making  actions  would 
be  taken  as  follows ; 

1.  W-177A  would  be  reduced  by  ap¬ 
proximately  3  miles  on  its  eastern  side 
and  would  be  redescribed  as  fololws : 

Boundaries:  Lat.  33®60'30''  N.,  Long.  78®23'- 
45”  W..  to  Lat.  33°60'30”  N.,  Long.  78°09'00” 
W.,  to  Lat.  32®37’30”  N.,  Long.  78®31'00”  W., 
to  Lat.  32®50'40”  N..  Long.  79«23'15”  W..,  to 
Lat.  32*68'30”  N.,  Long.  79®18'00”  W..  to  Lat. 
33°11'00”  N.,  Long.  79'05'30”  W.,  to  Lat. 
33'17'00”  N.,  Long.  79'04'16”  W..  to  Lat. 
33*19'40”  N.,  Long.  79“02’10”  W.,  to  Lat. 
33*27'40”  N..  Long.  78'56'20”  W.,  thence  via 


^Map  filed  as  part  of  the  OTiglnal  docu¬ 
ment. 


the  15-mlle  arc  of  Conway  TACAN  (3S<>40'- 
39'778'56'63”)  to  Lat.  S3*40'10”  N.,  Long. 
78*40'16''  W..  thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  including  FL- 
600. 

Times  of  use:  Sunrise  to  0600Z. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ABTC  Center  or  Area  FSS 

Using  agency:  CMDB  364-TFW  (9th  AF) 
M3n‘tle  Beach  AFB 

2.  W-177B  would  be  relocated  from 
south  of  W-177A  to  east  of  W-177A,  and 
would  be  redescribed  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  33®60'30”  N.,  Long.  VS^OO’- 
00”  W.,  to  Lat.  33'50'30”  N.,  Long.  78'06'00” 
W.,  to  Lat.  32'65'00”  N.,  Long.  78''04'00”  W., 
to  Lat.  32'’31’30”  N.,  Long.  VO'Oa'OO”  W.,  to 
Lat.  32'37'30”  N.,  Long.  78°31'00”  W.,  thence 
to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  including  FL- 
240. 

Time  of  use :  Sunrise  to  0600Z. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ABTC  Center  or  Area  FSS 

Using  agency.  CMDB  354-TFW  (9th  AF) 
Myrtle  Beach  AFB 

3.  W-122B  would  be  redescribed  as  fol¬ 
lows; 

Boundaries:  Lat.  34®50'00”  N.,  Long.  76®16'- 
00”  W.,  to  Lat.  33°36'00”  N.,  Long.  74‘52'00” 
W.,  to  Lat.  33°00'45”  N.,  Long.  76'41'00”  W., 
to  Lat.  34'’29'00”  N.,  Long.  77'19'00”  W., 
thence  along  a  line  parallel  with  and  three 
miles  from  the  shoreline  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  unlimited  but  ex¬ 
cluding  that  airspace  at  and  below  FL-180 
in  W-122D. 

Time  of  use:  Monday-Frlday  1000Z-0600Z: 
Saturday  1000Z-1700Z;  other  times  by 
NOT  AM. 

Using  agency:  Commanding  General,  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North 
Carolina. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington  ABTC  Center. 

4.  V/-122C  would  be  redescribed  as 
follows : 

Boundaries:  Lat.  34°29'00”  N.,  Long.  77*- 
19'00”  W.,  to  Lat.  33*00'45”  N.,  Long.  75*- 
41'00”  W.,  to  Lat.  32'12'10”  N.,  Long.  76*48'- 
40”  W.,  to  Lat.  32*20'00”  N.,  Long.  77*20'00” 
W.,  to  Lat.  33*10'00”  N.,  Long.  77*31 '00”  W., 
to  Lat.  34*23'00''  N.,  Long.  77*30'00''  W., 
thence  along  a  line  parallel  with  and  three 
miles  from  the  shoreline  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Altitudes;  Surface  to  unlimited. 

Time  of  use;  Monday-Frlday  1000Z-0500Z; 
Saturday  1000Z-1700Z:  other  times  by 
NOT  AM. 

Using  agency:  Commanding  General,  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North 
Carolina. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington  ABTC  Center. 

5.  Most  of  W-122D  as  presently  estab¬ 
lished  would  be  included  in  the  enlarged 
W-122C,  and  the  remainder  would  be 
revoked.  A  portion  of  W-122B  would  be 
reidentified  as  W-122D  and  described  as 
follows : 

Boundaries:  Lat.  34*37'15”  N.,  Long. 

76°56'00''  W.,  to  Lat.  34*17'00''  N.,  Long. 

76*44'50''  W.,  to  Lat.  34*32'00”  N.,  Long. 

76°18'40”  W..  to  Lat.  34*40'00”  N.,  Long. 

76'25'00”  W.,  thence  along  a  line  parallel 

with  and  three  miles  from  the  shoreline  to 
the  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  including  FL-180. 

Time  of  use:  Monday-Frlday  10(X)Z-0600Z: 


Saturday  1000Z-1700Z;  other  times  by 
NOT  AM. 

Using  agency:  Commanding  General,  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  Air  Station,  Cherry  Point,  North 
Carolina. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington  ABTC  Center. 

6.  W-157  would  be  reidentified  as 
W-157A,  would  be  reduced  on  its  eastern¬ 
most  side  by  5  to  8  miles,  and  would  be 
redescribed  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  32*00'00”  N.,  Long.  80“ 
29'00''  W.,  to  Lat.  32*00'00''  N.,  Long.  78* 

42  30”  W.,  to  Lat.  30*39'00”  N.,  Long.  79* 

08'30''  W.,  to  Lat.  30*33'15''  N.,  Long.  80* 

58  00”  W.,  to  Lat.  30*43'45''  N.,  Long.  80“ 

56'60''  W.,  to  Lat.  31“12'00''  N.,  Long.  80“ 

69  00”  W.,  to  Lat.  31“37'00''  N.,  Long.  80“ 

41'00''  W.,  thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes :  Surface  to  and  including  FL-430. 

Time  of  use :  Intermittent. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ABTC  Center  or  Area  FSS. 

Using  agency:  Jacksonville  Operating  Area 
Coordination  Center,  Naval  Air  Station,  Jack- 
sonvUle,  Florida. 

7.  W-157B  would  be  established  as  a 
new  warning  area  east  of  W-157A,  and 
would  be  described  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  32“00’00''  N.,  Long.  78* 

42'30''  W.,  to  Lat.  32“00'00''  N.,  Long.  78“ 

14'30''  W'.,  to  Lat.  30“41'00”  N.,  Long.  78“ 

28'00”  W.,  to  Lat.  30“39'00”  N.,  Long.  79“ 

08'30''  W.,  thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  including 
FL-240. 

Time  of  use :  Intermittent. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ABTC  Center  or  Area  FSS. 

Using  agency:  Jacksonville  Operating  Area 
Coordination  Center,  Naval  Air  Station,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida. 

8.  W-157C  would  be  established  as  a 
new  warning  area  east  of  W-157B,  and 
would  be  described  as  follows : 

Boundaries:  Lat.  32“00'00''  N.,  Long.  78“- 
14'30''  W.,  to  Lat.  32“00'00''  N.,  Long.  77*00'- 
00”  W.,  to  Lat.  30“00'00''  N.,  Long.  77“00'00'' 
W..  to  Lat.  30“00'00''  N.,  Long.  77“13'00''  W., 
to  Lat.  29“30'15”  N.,  Long.  78*18'00''  W.,  to 
Lat.  29“20'00''  N..  Long.  78“20'20''  W.,  to  Lat. 
29“14'00''  N.,  Long.  78“43'30''  W.,  thence  to 
point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  including  5,000 
feet  AMSL. 

Time  of  use ;  Intermittent. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ABTC  Center  or  Area  FSS. 

Using  agency:  Jacksonville  Operating  Area 
Coordination  Center,  Naval  Air  Station,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida. 

9.  W-158A  would  be  reduced  by  10  to 
20  miles  CHI  its  eastern  side,  and  would 
be  redescribed  as  follows : 

Boundaries:  Lat.  30“17'25''  N.,  Long.  81*- 
00  00”  W.,  to  Lat.  30“12'00''  N.,  Long.  79“17'- 
00”  W.,  to  Lat.  29“17'00''  N.,  Long.  79“34’00” 
W.,  to  Lat.  28“59'00''  N.,  Long.  79“37'00''  W.. 
to  Lat.  28“60'00”  N.,  Long.  80“06'16''  W.,  to 
Lat.  28“60'00”  N.,  Long.  80“41'35”  W.,  to 
Lat.  29“00'00''  N.,  Long.  80“48'16''  W.,  to  Lat. 
29“32'20”  N.,  Long.  81*01'40”  W.,  to  Lat. 
30*03'20''  N.,  Long.  81*01'46”  W.,  thence  to 
point  of  beginning. 

AltltiKles:  Sxu^ace  to  and  including  FL- 
430,  excluding  that  airspace  within  W-158D. 

Time  of  use:  Intermittent. 

ContrcHling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ABTC  Center  or  Area  FSS. 
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Using  agency:  Jacksonville  Operating  Area 
Coordination  Center,  Naval  Air  Station,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida. 

10.  W-158B  would  be  relocated  from 
north  of  W-158A  to  east  of  W-158A,  and 
would  be  redescribed  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  30'ia'OO''  N.,  Long.  79*- 
IT'OO”  W.,  to  Lat.  SO'10'00"  N.,  Long.  78°34'- 
00”  W.,  to  Lat.  2a*14'00''  N.,  Long.  78*43'30” 
W.,  to  Lat.  28'’59'00”  N..  Long.  79*37'00”  W., 
to  Lat.  29*17'00"  N.,  Long.  79*34'00”  W., 
thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  Including  FL- 
240. 

Time  of  use :  Intermittent. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ABTO  Center  or  Area  FSS. 

Using  agency:  Jacksonville  Operating  Area 
Coordination  Center,  Naval  Air  Station,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Florida. 

11.  W-158C  would  be  relocated  from 
east  of  W-158A  to  be  superimposed 
above  W-157A,  W-157B,  W-158A,  W- 
158B,  and  W-159  as  proposed  herein,  and 
would  be  described  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  32*00'00''  N.,  Long.  80"- 
29  00”  W.,  to  Lat.  32"00'00”  N.,  Long.  78"14'- 
30”  W.,  to  Lat.  29"14'00”  N.,  Long.  78"43'30” 
W.,  to  Lat.  28"69'00”  N.,  Long.  79"37'00”  W., 
to  Lat.  28"60'00”  N.,  Long.  80*06T5”  W.,  to 
Lat.  28°50'00”  N.,  Long.  80*41 '35”  W.,  to  Lat. 
29"00'00"  N.,  Long.  80"48'16”  W.,  to  Lat. 
29"32’20”  N.,  Long.  81"01'40”  W.,  to  Lat. 
30"03'20”  N.,  Long.  81"01'46”  W.,  to  Lat.  30"- 
17'25”  N.,  Long.  81"00'00"  W.,  to  Lat.  30"- 
33'15”  N.,  Long.  80°68'00”  W.,  to  Lat.  30"43'- 
45”  N.,  Long.  80"66'50"  W..  to  Lat.  31"12'00” 
N.,  Long.  80*59'00”  W..  to  Lat.  31*3r00''  N, 
Long.  80*41 '00”  W.,  thence  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

Altitudes:  From  FL-430  to  unlimited. 

Time  of  use:  Intermittent. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ARTC  Center  or  Area  FSS. 

Using  agency:  Jacksonville  Operating  Area 
Coordination  Center,  Naval  Air  Station, 
Jacksonville,  norlda. 

12.  W-159  would  be  established  where 
W-158B  Is  now,  but  would  be  increased 
on  the  eastern  side  by  approximately  25 
miles,  and  would  be  redescribed  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  30*33'15''  N.,  Long.  80*- 
SS'OO”  W.,  to  Lat.  30*41'00”  N.  Long.  78*- 
28*00”  W.,  to  Lat.  30*10'00”  N,  Long.  78*- 
34'00”  W.,  to  Lat.  30*I7'25''  N.,  Long. 
81*00'00”  W.,  thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  Including  FL- 
430,  except  surface  to  and  Including  FL-240 
east  of  a  line  drawn  from  Lat.  80*39'00”  N., 
Long.  79*08'30"  W.,  to  Lat.  30*ia'00”  N., 
Long.  79*17*00”  W. 

Time  of  use:  Intermittent. 

ControUing  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ARTC  Center  or  Area  FSS. 

Using  agency:  Jacksonville  Operating  Area 
Coordination  Center,  Naval  Air  Station, 
Jacksonville,  Florida. 

13.  W-161  would  be  established  where 
W-177B  Is  now,  but  would  be  Increased 
on  the  eastern  side  by  approximately  30 
miles,  and  would  be  described  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  82*50*40**  N.,  Long. 
79*23*15”  W.,  to  Lat.  32*31*30**  N.,  Long. 

78*09*00'*  W.,  to  Lat,  32*12'80**  N.,  Long. 

78*13*00”  W.,  to  Lat.  32*30*00'*  N.,  Long. 

78*6*00**  W..  to  Lat.  33*34*80**  N.,  Long. 

79*22*00"  W.,  to  Lat.  32*37*80”  N.  Long. 

79*33*26”  W. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  and  Including  FL- 
620,  except  surface  to  and  Including  Flr-MO 
east  of  a  Una  drawn  from  Lat.  32*8T30”  M.. 
Long.  78*31*00**  W,  to  Lat.  32*20*00*'  N., 
Long.  78*36*00”  W. 


Time  of  use :  Sunrise  to  0600Z. 

Controlling  agency:  FAA,  Jacksonville 
ARTC  Center  or  Area  FSS. 

Using  agency.  CMDR  354-TFW  (9th  AF) 
Myrtle  Beach  AFB. 

14.  W-132  would  be  enlarged  by  ap¬ 
proximately  17  miles  on  its  eastern  side, 
and  would  be  redescribed  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  32*34*30**  N.,  Long. 

79*22*00**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*20*00**  N.,  Long. 

78*36*00**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*12*30**  N.,  Long. 

78*13*00**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*00*00**  N.,  Long. 

78*14*30**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*00*00**  N.,  Long. 

78*42*30**  W,  to  Lat.  32*00*00**  N.,  Long. 

79*22*00**  W. 

Altitudes:  Surface  to  unlimited,  except 
surface  to  and  including  FL-240  east  of  a 
line  drawn  from  Lat.  32*20*00**  N.,  Long. 
78*36*00”  W.,  to  Lat.  32*00*00”  N.,  Long. 
78*42*30”  W. 

Time  of  use:  Daily,  1200Z  to  0400Z. 

Using  agency:  Commander,  Naval  Base, 
Charleston,  South  Carolina. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  AR*rc  Center,  Jacksonville, 
Florida. 

15.  W-133  would  be  changed  slightly 
and  redescribed  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  32*42*10”  N.,  Long. 

79*46*30**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*34*30**  N.,  Long. 

79*22*00**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*00*00**  N.,  Long. 

79*22*00**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*00*00**  N.,  Long. 

80*29*00**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*29*30”  N.,  Long. 

80*10*35**  W.,  thence  along  a  line  parallel 
with  and  three  mUes  from  the  shoreline  to 
point  of  beginning. 

Altitudes:  Surface*  to  and  Including  4,500 
feet  MBL. 

Time  of  use:  Dally,  1200Z  to  0400Z. 

Using  agency:  Commander,  Naval  Base, 
Charleston.  South  Carolina. 

OontrolUng  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  ARTC  Center,  Jacksonville, 
Florida. 

16.  W-134  would  be  changed  slightly 
and  redescribed  as  follows: 

Boundaries:  Lat.  32*42*10”  N.,  Long.  79* 
45*30'*  W.,  to  Lat,  32*34*30**  N.,  Long.  79*22* 
00**  W.,  to  Lat.  32*00*00**  N.,  Long.  79*22*00** 
W.,  to  Lat.  32*00*00**  N.,  Long.  80*29*00**  W.. 
to  Lat.  32*29*30**  N,  Long.  80*10*36**  W, 
thence  along  a  line  parallel  with  and  three 
miles  from  the  shoreline  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

Altitudes:  4,500  feet  MSL  to imllmlted. 

*nme  of  use:  Dally,  1200Z  to  0400Z. 

Using  agency:  Commanding  Officer,  Marine 
Corps  Air  Station.  BeaufcM^  South  Carolina. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  ARTC  Center,  Jacksonville, 
Florida. 

17.  Atlantic  Route  AR-1  would  be  used 
in  lieu  of  J-141  (which  would  be  re¬ 
voked)  ,  would  be  realigned  up  to  23  miles 
east  of  J-141,  and  would  be  established 
as  follows: 

From  Blscayne  Bay,  Fla.,  VORTAC  via  the 
Blscayne  Bay  016*T  (016*M)  radial  to  Inter¬ 
cept  ViB  192<>T  (196*M)  bearing  from  Caro¬ 
lina  Beach,  N.C.,  RBN  (Intercept  point  Lat. 
29*18*00**  N.,  Long.  79*07*00**  W.);  Carolina 
Beach  RBN;  to  WUmlngton,  N.C..  VORTAC. 

18.  Atlanta  Route  AR-2  would  be  used 
In  lieu  of  J-183  (which  would  be  re¬ 
voked)  ,  would  be  approximately  10  miles 
east  of  J-183,  and  would  be  established 
as  follows: 

From  Blmlnl.  Bahamas.  RBN  via  the  013*T 
(013*31)  bearing  from  Blmlnl  RBN  to  inter¬ 
cept  the  191T  (195*M)  bearing  from  Croatan, 
N.O.,  RBN  (Intercept  point  Lat.  80*11*00**  N., 
Long.  78*06*30”  W.):  via  the  191  *T  (196*M) 
bearing  from  Croatan  RBN  to  Intercept  the 


Haw,  N.C.,  VORTAC  184»T  (189°M)  radial 
(Intercept  point  Lat.  31*21*00”  N.,  Long.  77“- 
52*30"  W.)  ;  to  HAW  VORTAC. 

19. ‘Atlantic  Route  AR-3  would  be  used 
in  lieu  of  Control  1151  (which  would  be 
revoked),  would  be 'aligned  along  the 
center  of  Control  1151  as  presently  des¬ 
ignated,  and  would  be  established  as 
follows: 

From  Nassau,  Bahamas,  RBN  via  the  357°T 
(359°M)  bearing  from  Nassau  RBN  to  Inter¬ 
cept  the  177*T  (181°M)  bearing  from  Caro¬ 
lina  Beach,  N.C.,  RBN;  to  Carolina  Beach 
RBN. 

20.  Atlantic  Route  ARr-4  would  be  es¬ 
tablished  from  near  Charleston,  S.C.,  to 
Smelt  Intersection  as  follows: 

From  Ashley,  S.C.,  RBN  via  the  110*T 
(112*M)  bearing  from  Ashley  RBN  to  the 
Smelt  Intersection  (Lat.  31*68*38”  N.,  Long. 
77*00*00*'  W.). 

21.  Atlantic  Route  AR-5  would  be  es¬ 
tablished  from  near  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  to 
Trout  Intersection  as  follows: 

From  Dlnsmore,  Fla.,  RBN  via  the  090»T 
(090*M)  bearing  from  Dlnsmore  RBN  to  the 
Trout  Intersection  (Lat.  30*22*35”  N.,  Long. 
77*00*00”  W.). 

22.  Atlantic  Route  AR-6  would  be  used 
in  lieu  of  J-81  from  Orlando,  Pla.,  to  the 
Hobe  Intersection,  and  would  be  estab¬ 
lished  as  follows: 

Prom  Orlando,  Fla.,  VORTAC  via  the  Or¬ 
lando  070  ^T  (070*M)  radial  to  the  Hobe  In¬ 
tersection  (Lat.  29*13*00”  N.,  Long.  79*07*- 
00”  W.). 

The  warning  area  adjustments,  reloca¬ 
tions,  and  changes  In  effective  altitudes 
make  possible  the  establishment  of  two 
routes  in  the  offshore  airspace  for  traffic 
operating  between  Wilmington  and 
Miami.  This  would  Improve  offshore 
traffic  flow,  reduce  traffic  congestion  over 
Wilmlngtmi,  and  at  the  same  time  pro¬ 
vide  additional  warning  area  airspace  re¬ 
quired  by  the  United  States  Navy. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sec.  307(a)  and  1110  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1358(a)  and  1510),  Executive  Or¬ 
der  10854  (24  FR  9565)  and  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49UJ3.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  July  18, 
1975. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

IPR  Doc.75-19329  TOed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


[14CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-EA-46] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  amending  S  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  regulations  so 
as  to  designate  a  PinevUle,  W.  Va.,  Tran¬ 
sition  Area. 

A  new  NDB  Rwy  7  Instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  Is  being  deyd<med  for 
Kee  Field,  Plneville.  W,  Va.  The  proce¬ 
dure  will  utilize  the  Plneville,  W.  Va., 
nonfederal  NDB  and  will  require  desig¬ 
nation  of  a  transition  area  to  provide 


FEDEtAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  144 — FRIDAY,  JULY  25,  1975 


31248 


PROPOSED  RULES 


controlled  airspace  for  IFR  arrival  and 
departure  aircraft  at  Kee  Reid. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  In 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Region, 
Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Federal  Avia- 
tic«i  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kainedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York  11430.  All  commu¬ 
nications  received  on  or  before  August 
25,  1975  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  may  be  made  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Eastern  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  at  the 
Office  of  Regional  Coimsel,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building, 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
Jamaica,  New  York. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  reqviirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Pineville,  West  Virginia,  proposes  the 
airspace  acticm  hereinafter  set  forth: 

Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  the  Pine¬ 
ville,  W.  Va.  700-foot  floor  Transition 
Area  as  follows: 

PiNEvnxE,  W.  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  center  of  Kee  Field,  Pineville,  W.  Va. 
(lat.  37°36'01''  N..  long.  81'33’69”  W.);  with¬ 
in  an  8.5-mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  265“ 
bearing  to  a  305“  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  an  8-mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  305“ 
bearing  to  a  343“  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  a  14-mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airpOTt,  extending  clockwise  from  a  343“ 
bearing  to  a  005“  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  a  14.5-mile  radius  of  the  centw  of 
the  airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  005“ 
bearmg  to  a  025“  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  a  10-mile  rttdlus  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  025“ 
bearing  to  a  085“  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  an  8-mlle  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  085* 
bearing  to  a  125“  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  a  9-mlle  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  125“ 
bearmg  to  a  172“  bearing  from  the  airport; 
wlthm  a  7 -mile  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
airport,  extending  clockwise  from  a  172“ 
bearmg  to  a  210“  bearmg  frcrni  the  airpm't; 
and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  a  243“  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  Pineville,  W.  Va.  radio  beacon 
(lat.  37“36’11''  N.,  long.  81“33'35''  W.)  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  radio  beacon  to  8.5  miles 
southwest  of  the  radio  beacon. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under 
secticm  307(a)  of  the  fWeral  Avlatlcm 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 
and  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
TransixiTtation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y..  on  July  9, 
1975. 

R.  J.  Van  Voren, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.75-19328  FUed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  20368  RM-1985] 

[47CFRParts2&21] 

OFFSHORE  RADIO  TELECOMMUNICA¬ 
TIONS  SERVICE 

Order  for  Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Reply 
Comments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
2  and  21  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
provide  for  the  creation  of  an  Offshore 
Radio  Telecommunications  Service 
(CRTS). 

1.  On  June  2,  1975,  the  Association  of 
Maximum  Service  Telecasters  (MST) 
filed  a  Motion  to  extend  for  60  days  the 
time  for  filing  reply  comments  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  Commission’s  Notice  of  In¬ 
quiry  and  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing  herein.  The  present  comment  and 
reply  dates  are  July  11, 1975,  and  July  25, 
1975,  respectively, 

2.  According  to  MST,  direct  comments 
to  the  Commission’s  proposals  will  con¬ 
tain  much  complex  and  controversial 
material  on  such  matters  as  propaga¬ 
tion,  co-channel  and  adjacent  channel 
protection  criteria,  and  the  alternative 
service  proposals  specifically  invited  by 
the  Commission.  MST  contends  that  the 
two  weeks  provided  by  the  Commission 
for  the  filing  of  replies  are  “wholly  inade¬ 
quate”  and  that  “a  60-day  extension  •  *  * 
is  the  minimum  time  necessary  and 
appropriate  •  •  *  to  obtain,  review,  ana¬ 
lyze  and  respond  to  such  theories  and 
data”  as  may  be  submitted  in  the  initial 
comments.  MST  points  out  that  “the 
Commission  has  provided  some  4  Vz 
months  for  direct  ctmiments  and  only 
two  weeks  for  reply.”  It  further  points  out 
that  the  two  weeks  “fall  in  the  middle  of 
the  summer  and  at  a  time  when  inter¬ 
ested  parties  and  their  counsel  are  in¬ 
volved  in  innumerable  other  proceedings 
instituted  by  the  Commission.” 

3.  The  points  made  by  MST,  as  sum¬ 
marized  above,  would  appear  to  warrant 
some  extension  of  the  time  for  filing  re¬ 
plies.  However,  the  two  months  requested 
would  appear  excessive  and  woiild  tm- 
necessarily  delay  the  Commission’s  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  proceeding.  The  im¬ 
portant  Issues  in  this  proceeding  were 
identified  and  discussed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  its  Notice,  and  the  attention  of 
interested  parties  were  specifically 
directed  to  these  Issues  at  that  time.  A 
lengthy  c<»nment  period  was  provided  to 
enable  aU  i>arties  to  adequately  com¬ 
plete  their  study  of  these  issues,  to  de¬ 
velop  positions,  and  to  prepare  meaning¬ 
ful  comments.  Moreover,  the  basic  Issues 
presented  in  the  Notice  have  been  before 
the  Commission  for  several  years.  The 
public  has  had  several  opportunities  since 
Jime  1972  to  address  these'lssues  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  original  petition  and  sub¬ 
sequent  filings  by  the  petitioner  and 
other  interested  parties.  Although  some 


new  information  may  be  submitted  in  the 
comments  to  be  filed  on  July  11,  1975,  it 
is  not  expected  that  lengthy  original  en¬ 
gineering  or  other  studies  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  appropriate  response  to  such 
comments.  However,  recognizing  the  gen¬ 
eral  work  slow-down  that  occurs  during 
the  summer  months,  some  additional 
time  for  the  preparation  and  filing  of 
replies  would  appear  reasonable.  A  thirty- 
day’s  extension  should  be  sufficient  and 
would  not  seriously  delay  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  further  consideration  of  this 
proceeding.* 

4.  Accordingly,  if  is  ordered,  pursuant 
to  §  0.251(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations,  that  the  date  for  filing 
reply  comments  in  this  proceeding  is  ex¬ 
tended  from  July  25,  1975,  to  August  25 
1975. 

Adopted;  July  14, 1975. 

Released:  July  18, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

I  seal]  Daniel  R.  Ohlbaum, 

Deputy  General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.75-19358  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Center  for  Disease  Control 
[  42  CFR  Part  85a  ] 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH  IN¬ 
VESTIGATIONS  OF  PLACES  OF  EMPLOY¬ 
MENT 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  June  24,  1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (40  FR  26530)  to  amend  Title 
42,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  Part  85a  which  set  forth  the 
manner  in  which  the  National  Institute 
for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(NIOSH)  would  conduct  research  in- 
vestigrations  of  places  of  employment. 

Interested  persons  were  invit^  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  concerning  the 
proposed  rules  by  July  24.  A  number  of 
organizations  have  responded,  indicating 
that  the  time  period  (30  days)  for  sub¬ 
mitting  written  comments  is  insufficient 
to  permit  a  detailed  study  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  due  to  staff  involvement  in  the 
current  hearings  on  noise  exposure. 

In  order  to  permit  adequate  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  rulemaking  process,  the 
period  for  submitting  written  comments 
on  the  proposed  rules  is  hereby  extended 
until  August  24,  1975. 

Dated:  July  23, 1975. 

,  Edward  J.  Baier, 

Acting  Director,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health. 

[FR  Doc.76-19601  Filed  7-24-76;  11 :27  am] 


*  An  (^positiem  to  MST’s  motion  was  filed 
by  the  Offshore  Telephone  Company  on 
July  13, 1976,  one  day  beyond  the  close  of  the 
filing  period  provided  by  |  1.45  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules.  However,  Offshore  Telephone 
Company’s  Opposition  contains  nothing 
which  would  persuade  us  to  reach  a  different 
decision. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGiSTEB  contains  documents  othe  r  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  In  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

HOUSING  GUARANTY  PROGRAM  FOR 
CHILE 

Information  for  investors 

The  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  (A.I.D.)  Is  advising  the  Central 
Bank  of  Chile  (the  Borrower) ,  that  upon 
execution  by  an  eligible  U.S.  investor 
acceptable  to  A.I.D.  of  an  agreement  to 
loan  the  Borrower  an  amoimt  not  to 
exceed  $30  million,  and  subject  to  the 
satisfaction  of  certain  further  terms  and 
conditions  by  the  Borrower,  A.I.D.  will 
guaranty  repayment  to  the  investor  of 
the  principal  and  interest  on  such  loan. 
The  guaranty  will  be  backed  by  the  full 
faith  and  credit  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  will  be  issued  pursuant  to 
authority,  contained  in  section  222  of  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as 
amended  (the  Act) .  Proceeds  of  the  loan 
will  be  used  to  finance  housing  for  lower 
income  families  organized  in  coopera¬ 
tives. 

Eligible  investors  interested  in  extend¬ 
ing  a  guaranteed  loan  to  the  Borrower 
should  communicate  promptly  with: 

Edgar  Mahn,  Central  Bank  of  Chile,  c/o 

CORPO,  World  Trade  Center  Building, 

Suite  6161,  New  York,  New  York  10048, 

Telephone  212-466-6705. 

Investors  eligible  to  receive  a  guaranty 
are  those  specified  in  section  238(c)  of 
the  Act.  They  are:  (1)  U.8.  citizens;  (2) 
domestic  corporations,  partnerships,  or 
associations  substantially  beneficially 
owned  by  U.S.  citizens;  (3)  foreign  cor¬ 
porations  whose  share  capital  is  at  least 
95  percent  owned  by  U.S.  citizens;  and 
(4)  foreign  partnerships  or  associations 
wholly  owned  by  U.S.  citizens. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  guaranty,  the  loan 
must  be  repayable  in  full  no  later  than 
the  thirtieth  anniversary  of  the  first  dis¬ 
bursement  of  the  principal  amount  there¬ 
of  and  the  interest  rate  may  be  no  higher 
than  the  maximum  rate  to  be  established 
by  A.I.D. 

Information  as  to  eligibility  of  inves¬ 
tors  and  other  aspects  of  the  A.I.D.  hous¬ 
ing  guaranty  program  can  be  obtained 
from: 

Director,  OfRce  of  Housing.  Agency  for  Inter¬ 
national  Development,  Room  200E,  SA-2, 

Washington,  D.0. 20523. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

July  16, 1975. 

The  Air  Force  Systems  Command 
Aeronautical  Systems  Division  Advisory 
Group  will  hold  a  meeting  on  August  18, 
1975  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.  in  Build¬ 
ing  653,  Room  223,  Wright-Patterson 
APB,  Ohio. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  The  Group  will  meet  to  examine  test 
results  on  MIL-H-83282A  hydraulic 
fiuid. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-4648. 

James  L.  Elmer, 
Major,  VSAF  Executive, 
Directorate  of  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.75-19366  Filed  7-24-75:8-4R  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(Wyoming  51688] 

WYOMING 

Application 

July  18,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185), 
Husky  Pipeline  Company  has  applied 
for  a  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way 
across  the  following  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  56  N..  R.  101  W., 

Tracts  44-G,  46-L,  M. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
from  a  well  in  Tract  44-G,  T.  56  N.,  R. 
101  W.  to  an  existing  gathering  system 
in  Tract  45-M,  T.  56  N.,  R.  101  W.  in  Park 
County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  imder  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  send  their  name  and 
address  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  119,  Wor- 
land,  WY  82401. 

Philip  C.  Hamilton, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

(PR  Doc.75-19313  Piled  7-24-75:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
INSPECTION  OF  RICE 

Interpretive  Line  Samples  for  Degree  of 

Milling  for  Medium-Grain  Milled  Rice 

The  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946,  as  amended,  provides  for  the  is¬ 
suance  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
of  standards  with  respect  to  the  quality, 
condition,  quantity,  grade,  and  packag¬ 
ing  of  agricultural  commodities  for  the 
volimtary  use  by  producers,  mer¬ 
chandisers,  processors,  and  consumers  in 
the  marketing  of  these  commodities.  An 
official  grading  service  is  provided  under 
the  Act  upon  request  of  the  applicant 
and  payment  of  a  fee  to  cover  the  cost 
of  the  service. 

Standards  for  degree  of  milling  are 
illustrated  by  the  official  interpretive  line 
samples  for  each  type  of  rice  under  au¬ 
thority  of  section  203(c)  of  tiie  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  [7  U.S.C. 
1622(c)]. 

Statement  of  considerations.  One  of 
the  factors  considered  in  determining  the 
grade  of  milled  rice  under  the  U.S.  stand¬ 
ards  is  the  degree  of  milling  (l.e.,  the 
amount  of  germ  and  bran  removed  from 
the  kernels  during  the  milling  process). 
Official  interpretive  line  samples  are 
currently  used  for  long-grain  milled  rice, 
medium-grain  milled  rice  produced  in 
the  Southern  United  States,  medium- 
grain  milled  rice  produced  in  California, 
and  short-grain  milled  rice. 

Two  separate  interpretive  line  sam¬ 
ples  for  degree  of  milling  were  developed 
initially  for  medium-grain  rice  by  area 
of  production.  One  interpretive  line  was 
prepared  by  the  Department  for  medium- 
grain  rice  produced  in  the  Southern 
United  States,  and  the  other  for  medium- 
grain  rice  produced  in  California.  This 
was  done  to  reflect  the  separate  entity 
basis  of  the  two  producing  areas.  The 
degree  of  milling  for  the  two  interpre¬ 
tive  lines  was  not  equal  because  samples 
illustrating  the  degree  of  milling  are 
milled  less  severely  for  southem-m’o- 
duced  rice  than  those  for  California- 
produced  rice. 

The  Department  now  believes  that  the 
official  interpretive  lines  for  degree  of 
milling  for  medium-grain  rice  should  be 
identical  regardless  of  area  of  produc¬ 
tion.  Foreign  and  domestic  buyers  pur¬ 
chase  medium-grain  milled  rice  from 
both  geographical  areas,  and  the  use  of 
different  official  interpretive  lines  for  the 
same  degree  of  milling  creates  confusion 
in  the  market. 

Therefore,  the  Department  is  consid¬ 
ering  the  development  and  establishment 
of  a  single  set  of  official  Interpretive  line 
samples  for  degree  of  milling  for  grading 
medium-grain  milled  rice  regardless  of 


This  notice  is  not  an  offer  by  A.I.D. 
or  by  the  Borrower.  The  Borrower  and 
not  A.I.D.  will  select  a  lender  and  nego¬ 
tiate  the  terms  of  the  proposed  loan. 

Dated:  July  18, 1975. 

Peter  M.  Kimm, 
Director  of  Housing,  Agency  for 
International  Development. 
[FR  Doc.75-19382  FUed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 
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area  of  production.  This  Interpretive  line 
will:  (1)  prcxnote  uniformity  in  the  mill¬ 
ing  of  medium-grain  rice,  (2)  prevent 
confusion  in  the  marketing  of  rice,  (3) 
simplify  inspection  procedures,  and  (4) 
reduce  the  number  of  official  interpretive 
line  samples  that  are  needed. 

The  new  official  interpretive  line  sam¬ 
ple  will  be  prepared  by  the  Department. 
Samples  for  consideration  will  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  rice  milling  industry. 
The  Department  will  select  from  these 
samples  the  official  interpretive  line  for 
degree  of  milling  for  medium-grain 
milled  rice. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  data, 
views,  or  arguments  on  this  prc«x)sal 
should  file  them  in  duplicate  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Room  112,  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later 
than  September  8, 1975.  Any  persons  who 
desire  to  submit  their  views  orally  in  an 
informal  maimer  should  so  inform  the 
Director,  Grain  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  1400  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250  [telephone 
(202)  447-91641. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  on:  July  22, 


1975. 


John  C.  Blum, 
Acting  Administrator. 


[FR  Doc.75-19398  Piled  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


Forest  Service 

LONE  PEAK  WILDERNESS  STUDY  REPORT 
Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  from  3:30  p.m.  to 
5:30  pjn.  and  7:30  p.m.  to  9:30  p.m.  on 
August  27, 1975,  in  the  auditorium  of  the 
Jordan  High  l^hool,  9351  South  State 
Street,  San^,  Utah.  The  hearing  is  <m 
the  Lone  Peak  Wilderness  Study  Report 
and  Alternatives  for  Future  Management 
of  the  Study  Area,  which  is  located  in  the 
Uinta  and  Wasatch  National  Forests  in 
the  coimties  of  Salt  Lake  and  Utah,  in 
the  State  of  Utah. 

Copies  of  the  Study  Report  and  the 
Draft  Environmental  Statement  for  the 
Management  Alternatives  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  following  offices: 

173.  Forest  Service,  Zntermountaln  Region, 
324  25th  Street,  Ogden,  Utah  84001. 

Uinta  National  Forest,  88  West  100  North, 
Provo,  Utah  84601. 

Pleascmt  Qrove  Ranger  District,  390  North 
100  East,  Pleasant  Orove,  Utah  84062. 
Wasatch  National  Forest,  4311  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  125  South  State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84138. 

Salt  Lake  Ranger  District,  3070  East  33rd 
South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84109. 

Individuals  and  organizations  may  ex¬ 
press  their  views  by  tuipeoring  at  these 
hearings,  or  may  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  for  inclusion  in  the  official  record 
to  the  Regional  Forester,  Federal  Office 
Building,  Ogden,  Utah  84401,  by  Sep- 
tnnber  29,  1975. 

Dated:  July  23.  1975. 

Thomas  C.  Nelson, 
Acting  Chief,  Forest  Service. 
[FR  Doc.75-19515  FUed  7-24-75:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

TANKER  CONSTRUCTION  PROGRAM 

Collision  Avoidance  System  of  the  Stand¬ 
ard  SFMCifications  for  Merchant  Ship 

Construction 

Pursuant  to  the  Final  Opinion  and 
Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board  in 
Docket  A-75  (served  August  30,  1973), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  revised  Sec¬ 
tion  94,  Article  4(b)  Collision  Avoidance 
System  of  the  Standard  l^iecifications 
for  Merchant  Ship  Construction  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board. 
All  future  and  present  construction  dif¬ 
ferential  subsidy  contracts  for  tankers  in 
the  Maritime  Administration  Tanker 
Construction  Program  shall  require  strict 
compliance  with  these  collision  avoid¬ 
ance  system  specifications. 

The  revisions  to  Section  94,  Ai'ticle  4 
(b)  include  the  following: 

(1)  Require  that  a  collision  avoidance 
system  be  able  to  op>erate  as  a  supple¬ 
ment  to  both  surface  search  navigational 
radars,  via  interswitching. 

(2)  Require  that  the  system  provide 
unattended  monitoring  of  all  radar 
echoes. 

(3)  Allow  for  computer-generated  dis¬ 
play  data  for  each  acquired  target  to  be 
in  Uie  form  of  a  line  or  vector. 

(4)  Allow  for  target  acquisition,  for 
display  data  purposes,  to  be  manual, 
automatic  or  both,  as  specified  by  Owner. 

(5)  Clarify  that  the  system  shall  be 
capable  of  simulating  a  trial  maneuver. 

Further,  the  following  revision  to  Sec¬ 
tion  94,  Article  4(b)  was  adopted  by  the 
Board  as  a  result  of  comments  received 
pursuant  to  notice  of  the  Board’s  pro¬ 
posed  revisions  to  Section  94,  Article  4 
(b),  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  29.  1974  (39  FR  27483)  : 

(6)  Revise  the  last  sentence,  third 
paragrpah  of  Article  4(b)  to  clarify  the 
requir^  display  brightness  level. 

A  complete  text  of  the  revised  Section 
94,  Article  4(b)  is  published  herein  as  an 
attachment  to  this  notice. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary.  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board. 

Standard  Specification  for  Merchant  Ship 
Construction 

SECTION  94,  article  4(b),  COLLISION  AVOIDANCE 
SYSTEM 

A  collision  avoidance  system  designed  as  a 
supplement  to  both  surface  search  naviga¬ 
tional  radars,  via  interswitching,  shall  be  in¬ 
stalled.  The  system  shall  provide  unattended 
monitoring  of  all  radar  echoes  and  automatic 
audio  and  visual  alarm  signals  that  wiU  alert 
the  watch  officer  of  a  possible  threat.  The  dis¬ 
play  shall  be  contained  within  a  console  ca¬ 
pable  of  being  installed  adjacent  to  the  radar 
displays  in  the  wheelhouse  and  may  form  a 
part  of  the  bridge  console. 

Psovieion  for  signal  Input  frmn  the  ship’s 
radars,  gyro  compass,  and  speed  log.  without 
modification  to  these  equipments  shall  be 
made.  The  collision  avoidance  system, 
whether  operating  normaUy  or  having  failed, 
must  not  Introduce  any  qiurious  signals  or 
otherwise  degrade  the  performance  of  the 
radars,  the  gyro  compass  or  the  speed  log. 


Computer  generate  display  data  for  each 
acquired  target  shall  be  in  the  form  of  a 
line  or  vector  Indicating  true  or  relative  tar¬ 
get  course,  speed  and  both  present  and  ex¬ 
trapolated  future  positions.  Data  shall  be 
automatically  displayed  on  a  cathode  ray 
tube  or  other  suitable  display  contrivance 
sufficiently  bright  and  unobstructed  to  per* 
mit  viewing  by  more  than  one  person  at  a 
time. 

In  addition  to  displaying  the  collision  po¬ 
tential  of  the  most  threatening  fixed  and 
moving  targets,  the  S3r8tem  shall  be  capable 
of  simultaneously  showing  land  masses. 

The  system  display  shall  Include  a  heading 
Indication  and  bearing  ring.  The  system  ^all 
also  have  the  capability  of  aUowlug  the  op¬ 
erator  to  select  "head-up”  and  "north-up” 
mode  and  to  cancel  the  vector  or  line  pres¬ 
entation  of  any  of  the  targets.  The  presen¬ 
tation  shall  be  non-smearing  when  chang¬ 
ing  modes  or  display  scales  in  order  to  permit 
rapid  evaluation  of  the  displayed  data. 

Target  acquisition,  for  display  data  pur¬ 
poses,  may  be  manual,  automatic  or  both, 
as  specified  by  Owner. 

For  any  manual  acquisition  system  the 
alarms  shall  be  initiated  by  a  preset  minimum 
range;  and  likewise  for  any  automatic  ac¬ 
quisition  system  the  alarms  shall  be  initiated 
by  a  preset  minimum  acceptaMe  passing  dis¬ 
tance  (CrPA — Cfiosest  point  of  approach)  and 
a  preset  advance  warning  time  (TCPA — ^Tlme 
to  closest  point  of  rqiproach) .  Means  fthaii  be 
provided  to  silence  the  audio  alarm  for  a 
given  threat  but  the  alarm  shall  resound 
upon  a  subsequent  threat.  The  visual  alarm 
shall  continue  to  operate  until  all  threats 
have  been  eliminated.  If  the  collision  avoid¬ 
ance  system  fails  to  p>erform  as  indicated 
above,  after  the  system  is  set  for  unattended 
monitoring,  the  system  shall  produce  both 
audio  and  visual  warning  alarms. 

The  system  shall  be  capable  of  simulating 
a  trial  maneuver. 

In  addition  to  the  target  display,  an  alpha¬ 
numeric  readout  shall  be  provided  which  can 
present  range,  bearing,  course,  speed,  CPA 
and  TCPA  for  any  selected  target,  either  on 
the  target  display  or  by  other  display  means. 

The  collision  avoidance  system  shall  be  en¬ 
ergized  from  the  interior  communications 
panel  board  in  the  wheelhouse. 

The  collision  avoidance  function  may  be 
Incorporated  in  an  Integrated  conning  sys¬ 
tem,  provided  that  failure  of  any  other  in¬ 
tegrated  system  component  will  not  degrade 
the  collision  avoidance  function. 

[FR  Doc.75-19402  Filed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

*  Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration 
[Docket  No.  N-75-394] 

RIVER  ROAD  CITY 

Proceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  River  Road  City,  Units 
I  and  n  Land  Sales  Enforcement  Divi¬ 
sion  FUe  No.  Y-504IS. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that: 

On  Jime  10,  1975,  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  Office 
of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration, 
attempted  to  serve  upon  Ralph  C.  Honda, 
General  Partner,  Hone  Enterprises,  P.O. 
Box  366,  Bullhead  City,  Arizona  86430,  a 
Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppeurtunity 
for  Hearing  by  certified  mail  and  service 
of  process  was  not  possible  since  the 
address  could  not  be  located.  Accordingly, 
pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1710.45(b)(1),  the  Notice  of  Pro- 
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ceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing  is 
being  issued  as  follows: 

I.  The  Secretary  in  administrating  the 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act 
of  1968,  15  U.S.C.  1701,  et  seq.,  and  its 
Regulations  finds  his  public  flies  disclose 
that: 

A.  Respondent  is  a  limited  partner¬ 
ship  organized  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Arizona  and  has  its  principal 
office  in  Bullhead  City,  Arizona. 

B.  Ralph  C.  Honda  and  Mary  Noonan 
are  general  partners  of  the  Respondent. 

C.  The  last  known  mailing  address  of 
Respondent  is  Hanc  Enterprises,  P.O. 
Box  366,  Bullhead  City,  Arizona  86430. 

D.  The  Respondent,  Hanc  Enterprises, 
filed  a  Statement  of  Record  and  Property 
Report  for  River  Road  City,  Units  I  and 
II,  located  in  Mohave  County,  Arizona, 
which  became  effective  on  April  23,  1970 
and  is  still  effective. 

II.  The  Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration  (OILSR)  from  its  records 
or  from  other  sources  has  obtained  in¬ 
formation  which  tends  to  show,  and  it 
so  alleges,  that  the  Statement  of  Record 
and  Property  Report  of  the  subdivision 
captioned  above  omits  provisions  in  cer¬ 
tain  documents  required  by  law  affecting 
the  rights  of  purchasers  and  notifying 
purchasers  of  said  rights;  which  provi¬ 
sions  are  required  to  be  included  in  said 
Statement  of  Record  and  Property  Re¬ 
ports  not  only  to  meet  such  requirements 
but  also  to  make  the  said  Statement  of 
Record  and  Property  Report  not  mis¬ 
leading,  to  wit: 

Failure  to  file  the  revised  first  page  of 
the  Property  Report  and  revised  form  of 
contract  in  the  form  and  with  the  lan¬ 
guage  as  prescribed  by  Regulations  24 
CFR  1710.110,  Part  B,  2.  4,  5  and  6  and  24 
CFR  1710.105,  Part  VI,  C  1  or  24  CFR 
1710.120  Section  H  B,  as  amended,  to  dis¬ 
close  and  conform  to  the  amendments 
made  in  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full 
Disclosure  Act  (15  USC  1701  et  seq.)  by 
subsection  812  (c)  (1)  of  the  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Act  of  1974 
(Public  Law  93-383)  which  subsection 
became  effective  October  21, 1974,  to  wit: 

1.  Property  Report  face  page  contains 
incorrect  Notice  and  Disclaimer  lan¬ 
guage. 

lU.  In  view  of  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  Part  II  above,  the  Secretary 
will  provide  an  opportunity  for  a  public 
hearing  to  determine: 

A.  Whether  the  allegations  set  forth 
in  Part  II  are  true  and  in  connection 
therewith  to  afford  Respondent  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  establish  any  defenses  to 
such  allegations;  and 

B.  What,  if  any,  remedial  action  is 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
for  the  protection  of  purchasers  pursuant 
to  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclo¬ 
sure  Act. 

IV.  If  the  Respondent  desires  a  hear¬ 
ing,  he  shall  file  a  request  for  hearing 
accompanied  by  a.n  answer  within  fifteen 
days  sifter  service  of  this  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings.  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  if  he  fails  to  file  an  answer,  motion 
or  other  appropriate  response  within  15 
days  after  service  of  this  Notice  of  Pro¬ 


ceedings,  Respondent  shall  be  deemed  in 
default,  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  de- 
termini  sigsdnst  him,  the  sillegations  of 
which  shall  be  determined  to  be  true, 
and  an  order  suspending  the  Statement 
of  Record  sind  Property  Report  herein¬ 
above  identified  shall  be  issued  pursuant 
to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)  (1)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(c).  Such  order  shall  remain  in 
effect  imtil  the  Statement  of  Record  and 
Property  Report  have  been  amended  in 
accordance  therewith,  and  thereupon  the 
Order  shall  cease  to  be  effective. 

V.  Any  request  for  hearing,  answer, 
motion  amendment  to  pleading,  offer  of 
settlement  or  correspondence  forwarded 
during  the  pendency  of  this  proceeding 
shall  be  filed  with  the  General  Counsel’s 
Clerk  for  Administrative  Proceedings, 
Room  10150,  HUD  Building,  451  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410.  All 
such  papers  shall  clearly  identify  the 
type  of  matter  and  the  docket  number 
as  set  forth  in  this  Notice  of  Proceedings. 

VI.  It  is  hereby  ordered  that  upon  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Respondent  a  public  hearing 
for  the  purf)ose  of  taking  evidence  on  the 
questions  set  forth  in  Part  HI  hereof  be 
held  before  Administrative  Law  Juc^e 
James  W.  Mast  or  such  other  Judge  as 
may  be  designated,  in  Room  7146,  HUD 
Building,  451  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410,  at  10  a.m.  on 
the  30th  day  after  receipt  of  the  answer 
or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Secretary  or 
her  designee  may  fix  by  further  order. 

This  Notice  of  Proceeding  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Respondent  pursuant  to 
24  CFR  1720.440. 

By  the  Secretary. 

Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

Dated:  July  18, 1975. 

Alan  J.  Kappeler, 

Authorized  Designee. 

(FR  Doc  .75- 19331  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-75-395] 

TRINITY  LAKE  FOREST 
Proceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Trinity  Lake  Forest 
Land  Sales  Enforcement  Division  Rle 
No.  Y-1161IS. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that; 

On  May  15,  1975,  the  Department  of 
HoiLsing  and  Urban  Development,  Office 
of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration, 
attempted  to  serve  upon  Guy  L.  Coving¬ 
ton,  President,  Robert  J.  Oberdick,  Pres¬ 
ident,  Trinity  Lake  Estates,  c/o  Austin 
Roberts  Company,  P.O.  Box  232,  Covina, 
California  91722,  a  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing  by  certified 
mail  and  service  of  process  was  not  pos¬ 
sible  since  the  address  could  not  be 
located.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  15 
U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR  1710.45(b) 
(1),  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  is  being  issued  as 
follows: 

I.  The  Secretary  in  administering  the 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure 


Act  of  1968,  15  U.S.C.  1701,  et  seq.,  and 
its  Regulations  finds  his  public  flies  dis¬ 
close  that: 

A.  Respondent  is  a  Joint  venture  or¬ 
ganized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
California  and  has  its  principal  office  in 
Covina,  California. 

B.  Guy  L.  Covington  and  Robert  J. 
Oberdick  are  principals  of  the  Respond¬ 
ent. 

C.  The  last  known  mailing  address  of 
Respondent  is  Trinity  Lake  Estates,  c/o 
Austin  Roberts  Company,  P.O.  Box  232, 
Covina,  California  91722. 

D.  The  Respondent,  Trinity  Lake 
Estates,  filed  a  Statement  of  Record  and 
Property  Report  for  Trinity  Lake  Fbrest, 
located  in  Trinity  County,  California, 
which  become  effective  November  5, 1970 
and  is  still  effective. 

n.  The  Office  of  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Registration  (OILSR)  from  its 
records  or  from  other  sources  has  ob¬ 
tained  information  which  tends  to 
show,  and  it  so  alleges,  that  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Record  and  Property  Report  of 
the  subdivision  captioned  above  omits 
provisions  in  certain  documents  re¬ 
quired  by  law  affecting  the  rights  of 
purchasers  and  notifying  purchasers  of 
said  rights;  which  provisions  are  re¬ 
quired  to  be  included  in  said  Statement 
of  Record  and  Property  Reports  not  only 
to  meet  such  requirements  but  also  to 
make  the  said  Statement  of  Record  and 
Property  Report  not  misleading,  to  wit: 

Failure  to  file  the  revised  first  page  of 
the  Property  Report  and  revised  form  of 
contract  in  the  form  and  with  the  lan¬ 
guage  as  prescribed  by  Regulations  24 
CFR  1710.110,  Part  B,  2,  4,  5  and  6  and 
24  CFR  1710.105,  Part  VI,  C  1  or  24  CFR 
1710.120,  Section  II  B,  as  amended,  to 
disclose  and  conform  to  the  amendments 
made  in  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full 
Disclosure  Act  (15  USC  1701  et  seq.)  by 
subsection  812(c)  (1)  of  the  Housing  and 
Commimlty  Development  Act  of  1974 
(Public  Law  93-383)  which  subsection 
became  effective  October  21, 1974,  to  wit; 

1.  Note  does  not  contain  required 
voidance  and  revocation  language. 

2.  Contract  not  submitted. 

3.  Pace  page  of  Property  Report  does 
not  contain  red  border  and  red  overlay. 

HI.  In  view  of  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  Part  II  above,  the  Secretary 
will  provide  an  opportimity  for  a  public 
hearing  to  determine: 

A.  Whether  the  allegations  set  forth 
in  Part  H  are  true  and  in  connection 
therewith  to  afford  Respondent  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  establish  any  defenses  to 
such  allegations;  and 

B.  What,  if  any,  remedial  action  is  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  purchasers  pursuant  to 
the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure 
Act. 

If  the  Respondent  desires  a  hearing,  he 
shall  file  a  request  for  hearing  accom¬ 
panied  by  an  answer  within  fifteen  days 
after  service  of  this  Notice  of  Proceed¬ 
ings.  Respondent  is  hereby  notified  that 
if  he  fails  to  flle  an  answer,  motion  or 
other  appropriate  response  within  15 
days  after  service  of  this  Notice  of  Pro- 
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ceedings,  Respondent  shall  be  deemed  In 
default,  and  the  proceedings  shall  be 
determined  against  him,  the  allegations 
of  which  shall  be  determined  to  be  true, 
and  an  order  suspending  the  Statement 
of  Record  and  Property  Report  herein¬ 
above  identified  shall  be  issued  pursuant 
to  24  CPR  1710.45(b)(1)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(c) .  Such  order  shall  remain  in 
effect  until  the  Statement  of  Record  and 
Property  Report  have  been  amended  in 
accordance  therewith,  and  thereupon  the 
Order  shall  cease  to  be  effective. 

V.  Any  request  for  hearing,  answer, 
motion,  amendment  to  pleadings,  offer 
of  settlement  or  con*espondence  for¬ 
warded  during  the  pendency  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  filed  with  the  General 
Counsel’s  Clerk  for  Administrative  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Room  10150,  HUD  Building,  451 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410.  All  such  papers  shall  clearly  iden¬ 
tify  the  ts’pe  of  matter  and  the  docket 
number  as  set  forth  in  this  Notice  of 
Proceedings. 

VI.  It  Is  hereby  ordered  that  upon  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Resp<mdent  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  fw  the  purpose  of  taking  evidence 
on  the  questions  set  forth  in  Part  ni 
hereof  be  held  before  Administrative 
Law  Judge  James  W.  Mast  or  such  other 
Judge  as  may  be  designated,  in  Room 
7146,  HUD  Building,  451  Seventh  Street, 

S.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20410,  at  10 
a.m.  on  the  30th  day  after  receipt  of  the 
answer  or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  or  her  designee  may  fix  by  further 
order. 

This  Notice  of  Proceeding  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Respondent  pursuant  to 
24  CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  July  18, 1975. 

By  the  Secretary. 

Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 

[FR  Doc.75-19330  Filed  7-24-76;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  ON  PROCEDURAL  REFORMS 

Establishment 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  9 
(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (86  Stat  770;  5  App.  I  UB.C.)  I  have 
determined  that  the  establishment  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Procedural  Reforms  is  in  the 
pubUc  interest  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  the  duties  imposed  on  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  by  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  (72  Stat.  742,  as  amended 
by  75  Stat  785,  49  U.S.C.  1322;  72  Stat. 
743,  49  n.S.C.  1324;  and  72  Stat.  788,  49 
U.S.C.  1481) ,  Accordingly,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  Advisory  Committee  on  Procedural 
Reforms  is  established  for  the  period 
July  24. 1975,  to  July  1, 1976,  unless  ear¬ 
lier  terminated  by  the  Chahman  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  The  purpose, 
functions,  and  operations  of  the  Com- 
mittee  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the 


NOTICES 


charter  published  simultaneously  here¬ 
with. 

rsEALl  John  E.  Robson, 

Chairman, 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

July  24, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-19497  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  ON  PROCEDURAL  REFORMS 

Charter 

1.  Official  Designation:  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Board  Advisory  Committee  on  Pro¬ 
cedural  Reforms. 

2.  Objectives  and  Scope  of  Activity: 
Review  the  procedural  practices,  regula¬ 
tions  and  statutes  governing  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  decision-making  process  of 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and  recom¬ 
mend  reforms  designed  to  reduce  the 
time,  cost,  and  complexity  of  the  Board’s 
decision-making  process.  Statutory  anal¬ 
ysis  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
(72  Stat.  737,  as  amended)  and  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (80  Stat.  378, 
as  amended). 

3.  Period  of  Time  Necessary  for  Com¬ 
mittee’s  Activities:  The  Committee  is  es¬ 
tablished  for  a  period  commencing  with 
notice  of  establishment  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  ending  July  1,  1976,  unless 
sooner  terminated  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.  Initial  rec¬ 
ommendations  are  expected  to  be  made 
by  December  31, 1975. 

4.  Agency  or  Official  to  Whom  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Reports:  Chairman, 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428. 

5.  Agency  Responsible  for  Adminis¬ 
trative  Support:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

6.  Advisory  Committee  Duties:  In  an 
advisory  capacity  only,  to  study  the  pro- 
cedives,  regulations  and  statutes  gov¬ 
erning  the  proceedings  and  decision¬ 
making  process  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  and  report  and  make  recommen¬ 
dations  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
for  procedural  reforms. 

7.  Estimated  Annual  Operating  Costs: 
$85,000  including  allocation  of  one  man 
year  of  Federal  manpower. 

8.  Estimated  Number  and  Frequency 
of  Meetings:  As  necessary  until  comple¬ 
tion  of  final  report. 

9.  Advisory  Committee  Termination 
Date:  July  1,  1976.  unless  sooner  termi¬ 
nated  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Civil 
Aenmautics  Board. 

(Charter  filed  July  24,  1975) 

[SEAL]  John  E.  Robson, 

Chairman, 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

July  24,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-19498  PUed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  ON  PROCEDURAL  REFORMS 

Request  for  Public  Comments 

To  assist  the  proposed  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Board  Advisory  Committee  on  Pro¬ 


cedural  Reforms,  the  Board  invites  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  to  submit  their  views 
on  matters  within  the  Committee’s  char¬ 
ter.  That  charter  instructs  the  Commit¬ 
tee  to  review  the  procedural  practices, 
regulations  and  statutes  governing  the 
proceedings  and  decision-making  proc¬ 
ess  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  and 
to  recommend  reforms  designed  to  re¬ 
duce  the  delay,  cost  and  complexity  of 
the  Board’s  procedures. 

The  Committee  requests  that  public 
comments  be  submitted  by  September  1, 
1975,  so  that  they  may  be  given  full  con¬ 
sideration  in  the  formulation  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  research  and  recommendations. 
Written  comments  should  be  addressed 
to: 

Executive  Director,  CAB  Advisory  Committee 

on  Procedural  Reforms,  Civil  Aeronautics 

Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

’The  meetings  of  the  Advisory  Cianmit- 
tee  will  be  open  to  the  public.  Oral  pres¬ 
entations  by  members  of  the  public  may 
be  arranged  in  advance  with  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director.  Oral  presentations  not  ar¬ 
ranged  in  advance  will  be  permitted  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
man.  Notice  of  committee  meetings  will 
be  announced  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  by  press  release.  Individual  mall  no¬ 
tification  can  be  arranged  by  specific  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Executive  Director. 

[seal]  John  E.  Robson, 

Chairman, 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

July  24, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-19499  FUed  7-24-75; 8: 45  am] 


[Dockets  27848,  27869, 27918;  Order  75-7-101] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS.  INC. 

North  Atlantic  Fares  Investigation,  Order 
Denying  Petition  for  Reconsideration 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  ofBce  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  21st  day  of  July,  1975. 

By  Order  75-6-86,  Jime  18,  1975,  the 
Board  dismissed  complaints  by  the  Davis 
Agency.  Inc.  (Davis)  against  one-way 
transatlantic  fares  for  n.S.  military 
personnel  stationed  in  Europe  filed  by 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (Pan 
American) .  In  a  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  and/or  clarification  filed  June  30, 
1975,  Davis  requests  clarification  that 
Pan  American’s  fares  are  not  available 
for  change-of-statlon  travel  by  military 
personnel  or,  alternatively,  suspension  of 
the  tariff  to  the  extent  it  permits  such 
travel. 

Pan  American’s  tariff  rules  governing 
the  military  fares  at  issue,  have  been  re¬ 
viewed.  and  it  is  clear  that  the  fares  are 
not  available  for  purposes  of  change  of 
station. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  petition  of  Davis  Agency.  Inc.  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  Order  75-6-86  be  and 
hereby  is  denied. 
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This  order  will  be  p(d>lished  In  the 
FiDERAi  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board : 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Hoixand, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-19387  PUed  7-24-76:8:48  am] 

[Docket  Noe.  28096,  27628,  27684;  Order 
76-1-104J 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

AND  NORTHWEST  AIRLINES.  INC. 

Order;  Category  Y  Fare  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  22nd  day  of  July,  1975. 

The  Board  by  Order  75-3-124,  dated 
March  31,  1975,  dismissed  a  complaint 
filed  Jointly  by  five  supplemental  car¬ 
riers  ^  against  the  tariff  *  filed  on  behalf 
of  Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 
(Pan  Am)  which  enabled  the  carrier  to 
transfx>rt  military  charter  passengers 
pursuant  to  MAC  contracts  on  scheduled 
nights  at  fares  which  are  equivalent  to 
the  minimum  MAC  Category  B  round- 
trip  chaiter  rate,  and  permitting  the 
tariff  of  Pan  Am  and  a  like  tariff  of 
Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.  (Northwest)’  to 
go  into  effect  on  April  1. 1975. 

On  April  11,  1975,  Pan  Am  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  of  Order  75-3- 
124,  in  which  it  requested  a  review  of 
that  order  only  insofar  as  it  would  re¬ 
quire,  as  a  condition  of  Board  approval, 
that  an  expiration  date  of  September  30, 
1975,  be  added  to  the  carriers’  tariffs. 
Pan  Am  requests  modification  of  the 
Board’s  order  so  as  to  permit  an  expira¬ 
tion  date  of  June  30.  1976,  on  its  tariff. 
In  support  thereof.  Pan  Am  contends 
that  the  September  30,  1975,  expiration 
date  established  by  the  Board  effectively 
precludes  implementation  of  the  fuel 
and  cost  savings  which  the  Board  found 
to  Justify  the  substitute  MAC  service  be¬ 
cause  of  the  requirement  that  basic  MAC 
contract  schedules  must  normally  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  carrier  105  days  prior  to  the 
month  of  operation.*  Pan  Am  states  that 
the  expiration  date  imposed  by  the 
Board  as  particularly  inappropriate, 
since  the  tariff  would  expire  just  as  the 
carrier  was  about  to  enter  its  weakest 
commercial  travel  season.  Pan  Am  also 
claims  that  a  tariff  extension  would  not 
benefit  it,  in  any  event,  because  the  car¬ 
rier  will  be  effectively  precluded  from 
offering  the  service  during  the  October- 

^  Capital  International  Airways,  Inc.,  Over- 
.seas  National  Airways,  Inc.,  Saturn  Airways, 
Inc.,  Trans  International  Airlines,  Ine.,  and 
World  Airways,  Inc. 

*  Local  Military  Passenger  Fares  Tariff  No. 
MAC-1 .  CAB  No.  438. 

*  Local  Military  Passenger  Fares  Tariff  No. 
MAC-1,  CAB  No.  620.  In  addition.  Order  76- 
4-88,  April  17,  1976,  denied  motions  for  leave 
to  file  a  late  Joint  complaint  by  the  same 
five  supplemental  carriers  against  the  tariff 
of  Northwest,  and  for  leave  to  file  a  late  an¬ 
swer  of  the  United  States  Department  of 
Defense  to  the  complaint  of  the  supplemental 
carriers  against  the  tariff  of  Pan  Am. 

*  Pan  Am  states  that  it  has  only  been  able 
to  schedule  on  substitute  service  two  round- 
trip  charters  during  May  and  five  round- 
trip  charters  In  June  due  to  the  advance 
time  schedule  requirements  of  MAC. 


November  off  season  due  to  the  MAC 
scheduUng  requirement. 

Northwest  and  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  (DOD)  filed  answers  In  support 
of  Pan  Am’s  petition. 

Northwest  echoes  Pan  Am’s  cmitcn- 
tlons,  noting  that  only  one  round  trip 
was  eliminated  by  its  substitute  services 
in  May  and  that  full  implementation  of 
the  program  will  not  commence  for 
Northwest  until  June  1975. 

DOO  confirms  that  the  limltatlcHi  of 
the  tariff  to  a  six-month  period  will  not 
allow  sufficient  time  for  planning  its  re¬ 
quirements  to  make  the  most  effective 
use  of  the  service. 

Five  supplemental  carriers  Jointly  * 
filed  an  answer  opposing  the  petition  for 
reconsideration.  The  supplemental  car¬ 
riers  object  to  any  extension  of  the  ex- 
rdration  date  of  the  tariff  and  point  out 
that  the  requested  extension  would  re¬ 
sult  in  Category  Y  authority  for  one  year 
and  eight  months.*  They  argue  that  a 
full  year’s  experience  to  effectively  eval¬ 
uate  the  tariff  will  be  obtained  by  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1975;  and  furthermore,  this 
service  has  been  analyzed  and  evaluated 
by  the  Board  over  the  past  five  years. 
They  contend  that  the  program  is  pat¬ 
ently  uneconomic  and  was  allowed  by  the 
Board  only  as  a  short-term  solution  to 
the  unusual  problems  currently  con¬ 
fronting  Pan  Am.  Any  further  extensions 
of  the  tariff,  in  the  eyes  of  the  supple¬ 
mental  carriers,  would  run  the  chance  of 
making  this  fare  a  basic  part  of  the  fare 
structure. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  petition  and 
answers,  the  Board  has  decided  to  grant 
Pan  Am’s  petition  and  permit  the  tariffs 
to  continue  In  effect  through  June  30, 
1976.  Moreover,  we  believe  that  the  time 
is  right  to  review  this  entire  matter  and 
have  concluded  that  the  Pan  Am  and 
Northwest  tariffs  should  be  set  down  for 
investigation. 

Pan  Am’s  deteriorating  financial  cir¬ 
cumstances  indicate  the  carrier’s  need 
for  continuation  of  the  financial  relief 
the  carrier  states  is  being  realized  from 
the  military  charter  substitution  services. 
Despite  extended  efforts  to  reduce  sched¬ 
uled  capacity,  there  appears  to  be  ade¬ 
quate  space  available  on  the  scheduled 
flights  to  accommodate  this  traffic,  par¬ 
ticularly  during  the  low-traffic  shoulder 
and  winter  months  for  which  Pan  Am 
requests  that  the  tariff  be  allowed  to  con¬ 
tinue.  It  is  also  now  apparent  that  fuel 
conservation  will  be  of  national  interest 
and  concern  for  the  indefinite  future. 
The  complainants  have  not  challenged 
the  carrier’s  estimates  of  the  economic 
and  fuel  conservation  benefits  to  be  real¬ 
ized.  With  the  fiscal  year  1976  MAC  con¬ 
tracts  fixed  at  this  time,  the  diverted 
military  charter  revenues  involved  would 
be  Pan  American’s  in  any  event.  Nether 


■  Capitol  International  Airways,  Inc.,  Over¬ 
seas  National  Airways,  Inc.,  Saturn  Airways, 
Inc.,  Trans  International  Airlines,  Inc.,  and 
World  Airways,  Inc. 

'Category  Y  (a  term  which  Is  often  used 
to  describe  this  partknilar  type  of  military 
traffic)  authority  has  been  effective  since 
October  25,  1974,  either  by  exemption  or 

tariff. 


past  experience  nor  the  complainants’ 
objection  give  any  evidence  that  this 
traffic  represents  any  revenue  diversion 
from  ^em.  Under  these  circumstances, 
we  are  imwining  to  second-guess  Pan 
Am’s  management  with  respect  to  the 
benefits  and  continued  short-term  need 
for  the  substitution  service  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  any  showing  of  adverse  impact. 
Therefore,  we  are  inclined  to  allow  the 
Pan  Am  and  Northwest  tariffs  to  remain 
in  effect  through  June  30,  1976. 

Over  the  many  years  that  this  service 
concept  has  been  before  us  in  one  form  or 
another,  there  has  been  a  continuing 
controversy  on  its  merits.''  Numerous 
questions  have  been  raised  and  repre¬ 
sentations  made  as  to  the  economic  va¬ 
lidity  of  this  “part-charter”  service.  As 
a  result,  the  Board  has  expressed  serious 
reservations  in  granting  the  carriers  au¬ 
thority  to  perform  the  substitution  serv¬ 
ices.*  However,  the  scheduled  carriers 
continue  to  assert  that  this  service  is  in 
their  financial  interest.  We  believe  that 
the  time  has  come  for  a  decision  based 
on  an  exploration  of  this  service  through 
an  evidentiary  hearing  of  the  various 
issues  raised  in  the  past.  We  look  to  this 
investigation  to  answer  definitively  the 
questions  raised  such  as,  inter  alia,  the 
adequacy  of  scheduled  capacity  to  ac¬ 
commodate  the  military  charter  traffic, 
the  fare-cost  relationship  of  the  military 
round-trip  charter  rates  for  scheduled 
-services,  the  economic  impact  of  tins 
part-charter  service  on  the  regular-fare 
traffic,  the  potential  for  revenue  diversion 
and  unfair  competition,  and  the  feasi¬ 
bility  of  achieving  similar  cost  and  fuel 
conservation  benefits  through  available 
alternatives  such  as  tailoring  scheduled 
capacity.  Once  and  for  all  it  should  be 
d^nitely  resolved  whether  or  not  the 
rates  for  military  substitution  services 
such  as  performed  pursuant  to  the  Pan 
Am  and  Northwest  tariffs  are  economic. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and 
particularly  sections  204(a) ,  403, 404,  and 
1002  thereof. 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  ’The  petition  for  reconsideration  of 
Order  75-^124  by  Pan  American  World 
Airways,  Inc.,  insofar  as  it  requests  that 
an  expiration  date  of  June  30,  1976,  be 
permitted  for  the  fares  and  provisions 
set  forth  in  the  tariffs  listed  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix*  hereto,  be  and  it  is  hereby 
granted; 

2.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  fares  and  provi¬ 
sions  set  forth  in  the  tariffs  listed  in  the 
Appendix  hereto,  including  revision 
thereto  and  reissuance  thereof,  and  rules, 
regulations,  and  practices  affecting  such 
fares  and  provisions,  are  or  will  be  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  linjuartly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  unduly  preferential,  imduly  preju- 

'  With  the  tariff  extension  granted  herein, 
the  authorizations  will  have  accumulated  ap¬ 
proximately  two  and  one-half  years — Novem¬ 
ber  1978  through  June  1976,  exclusive  of  most 
of  the  third  quarter  of  1974. 

•Order  73-11-74,  November  16,  1973;  Orde^ 
78-12-7,  December  4,  1973;  Order  73-12-917 
December  21,  1978;  Order  74-2-6,  February  1 , 
1974;  and.  Order  74-10-189,  October  25,  1974. 

•  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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dicial,  or  otherwise  unlawful,  and.  if 
found  to  be  unlawful,  to  determine  and 
prescribe  what  action  may  be  taken  to 
cancel  such  tariffs,  and  to  prerent  the 
use  of  such  fares,  rates,  or  charges,  or 
such  classifications,  niles,  regulations,  or 
practices; 

3.  The  investigation  ordered  herein, 
designated  Docket  28096,  be  assigned  for 
hearing  before  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place 
hereafter  to  be  designated;  and 

4.  Copies  of  this  order  will  be  filed  with 
the  aforesaid  tariffs  and  served  upon 
Capitol  International  Airways,  Inc.. 
Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Overseas  Na¬ 
tional  Airways,  Inc.,  Pan  American 
Worid  Airways,  Inc.,  Saturn  Airways, 
Inc.,  Trans  International  Airlines.  Inc., 
Trans  World  Airlines.  Inc.,  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.,  and  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense.  which  are  hereby  made  parties  to 
this  proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-19389  Piled  7-24-75; 8:45  am) 


[Docket  23080-2;  OrAer  75-7-99) 

PRIORITY  AND  NONPRIORITY  DOMESTIC 
SERVICE  MAIL  RATES— PHASE  2 

Order  Fixing  Temporary  Mail  Rates 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  July 
21,  1975.  By  Order  75-6-139,  dated  June 
27, 1975,  the  Board  directed  all  interested 
persons,  and  particularly  the  Postmaster 
General  and  all  certificated  air  carrier 
parties  to  this  investigation,  to  show 
cause  why  the  Board  should  not  amend 
its  temporary  rate  order  *  so  as  to  refiect 
the  mlnimiun  chargeable  weight  and 
pickup  and  delivery  charges  proposed  in 
the  show  cause  order  for  M-2  containers. 

The  time  designated  for  filing  notice  of 
objection  has  elapsed,  and  no  notice  of 
objection  or  answer  to  the  order  has 
been  filed  by  any  party.  All  parties  have 
therefore  waived  the  right  to  a  hearing 
and  all  other  procedural  steps  short  of  a 
finsil  decision  by  the  Board. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record,  the 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth  in  said 
Order  are  hereby  reaffirmed  and  adopted. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
Sections  204(a)  and  406  thereof,  and  the 
regulations  promulgated  in  14  CFR,  Part 
302  and  the  authority  duly  delegated  by 
the  Board  in  its  Organization  Regula¬ 
tions.  14  CFR  385.16(g) : 

It  is  ordered.  That : 

1.  Subparagn^ihs  (e)  and  (g)  of  order¬ 
ing  paragTs^h  3  of  Order  74-1-89,  Janu¬ 
ary  16,  1974,  be  and  they  hereby  are 
amended  as  follows: 

(a)  In  subparagraph  (e) ,  insert  “M-2’’ 
and  “15,000“  in  the  columns  headed 


>*  Minettt  KDd  West.  MeBxben,  filed  the  at¬ 
tached  Joint  ooDMiiTenoe  and  dissent. 

>  Order  T4-1-89.  January  16, 1974. 


“Container  Type”  and  “Minimum  CTharge 
Weight”  before  the  terms  “M-1"  and 
“7,500",  respectively. 

(b)  In  subparagraph  (g)  Insert  “M-2” 
and  “$75”  in  the  columns  headed  “Con¬ 
tainer  Type"  and  “Charge",  respectively, 
before  the  terms  “M-1”  and  “$50”; 

2.  Ihe  temporary  service  mail  rates 
established  herein  shall  be  paid  in  their 
entirety  by  the  Postmaster  General  and 
shall  be  subject  to  retroactive  adjust¬ 
ment  to  March  28,  1973,  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  by  the  order  establishing  final 
service  mail  rates  in  Docket  23080-2. 

3.  This  order  shall  be  served  upon 
Airlift  International,  Inc.,  Alaska  Air¬ 
lines.  Inc.,  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc., 
American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Braniff  Airways, 
Inc.,  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Delta 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc.,  Frontier  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Hughes  Air  Corp.,  National 
Airlines,  Inc.,  North  Central  Airlines, 
Inc.,  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.,  Ozark 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Pan  American  World 
Airways,  Inc.,  Piedmont  Aviation.  Inc., 
Seaboard  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  Southern 
Airways,  Inc.,  Texas  International  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc., 
Unit^  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Western  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  and  the  Postmaster  General. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
do  so  within  ten  days  after  the  date  of 
service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above 
F>eriod  unless  within  such  period  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  thereof  is  filed,  or  the 
Board  gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this 
order  on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  shall  be  published  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-19386  Filed  7-24-75;8;45  am) 


TOURIST  ENTERPRISES  CORP. 

(Docket  27914] 

Postponement  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  TOURIST  ENTER¬ 
PRISES  CORP.,  “ORBIS  ”  d/b/a  ORBIS 
POLISH  TRAVEL  BUREAU.  INC.,  and 
d/b/a  PARGIELLO  SERVICES,  INC. 

Objection  has  been  filed  by  the  appli¬ 
cant  to  the  holding  of  the  hearing  in 
this  matter  immediately  following  the 
prehearing  conference.  Accordingly,  the 
hearing  in  this  matter  will  not  immedi¬ 
ately  follow  the  prehearing  conference. 

However,  the  prehearing  conference 
will  proce^  as  scheduled  on  July  30, 
1975  (40  F.R.  29332,  July  11,  1975)  at 
10:00  a.m.  (local  time),  and  will  be  held 
in  Room  503,  Universal  Building.  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  21, 
1975. 

[SEAL]  Dee  C.  Blythe, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.75-10388  PUed  7-24-75;8:45  ami 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public 
Law  92-463.  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  will 
meet  at  2  p.m.  on  Wednesday,  August 
13,  1975.  Tills  meeting  will  be  held  in 
room  5323  of  the  U.S.  Cfivil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  building,  1900  E.  Street,  N.W., 
and  will  consist  of  continued  discussions 
on  the  fiscal  year  1976  comparability 
adjustment  for  the  statutory  pay  sys¬ 
tems  of  the  Federal  Government. 

The  Chairman  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service 
Commission  is  responsible  for  the  making 
of  determinations  under  section  10(d) 
of  the  Federal  Advdsory  Committee  Act 
as  to  whether  or  not  meetings  of  the 
Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  shall  be 
open  to  the  public.  He  has  determined 
that  this  meeting  will  consist  iff  ex¬ 
changes  of  opinions  and  Information 
which,  if  written,  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (2)  or  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b). 
Therefore,  this  meeting  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

For  the  President’s  Agent: 

Richard  H.  Hall, 
Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Agent. 

(FR  Doc.75-19311  PUed  7-24-75; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  a 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  S  9.20  of  CfivU  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  ClvU  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  to  fill  by  noncareer  execu¬ 
tive  assignment  in  the  excepted  service 
the  position  of  Executive  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Housing  Production  &  Mortgage 
Credit. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  CoianssiON, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
(PR  Doc.75-19310  PUed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 

PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Addition  to  Procurement  List 
Notice  of  proposed  addition  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1975,  November  12,  1974 
(39  FR  39964)  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  May  23,  1975  (40  FR 
22581). 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notice  the  quan¬ 
tities  produced  for  the  following  ccun- 
modity  are  increased  as  follows: 
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Clabb  8406 

Bag.  Sleeping,  FIreflgbter'a  (IB),  8406-0(>- 
081-0798,  QSA  Regions  0  and  10  only.  Frtos 
96.66  ea. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  FLktchir, 
Executive  Diredor. 
IFR  Doc.75-19319  Filed  7-24-75;8:46  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Notice  of  Proposed  Addition 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  2(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-28;  85 
Stat.  79,  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the 
following  service  to  Procurement  List 
1975,  November  12,  1974  (39  P.R.  39964) . 

Industrial  Class  7699 

Repair  and  Maintenance  of  Adding  Ma- 
clilnes  and  Calculators  for  all  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  located  at:  1516  Broadway,  and  32  Old 
Blip,  New  York,  New  York. 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  addition  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  August  25, 
1975.  Commimlcations  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Executive  Director,,  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Purchase  from  the  Blind  and 
Other  Severely  Handicapped,  2009  Four¬ 
teenth  Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Virginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Fedkkal 
Register,  and  supersedes  the  notice  of 
proposed  addition  of  Repair  and  Main¬ 
tenance  of  Adding  Machines  and  Calcu¬ 
lators  dated  June  9,  1975  (40  FR  24552) , 
which  is  cancelled. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

IFR  Doc.76-19321  FUed  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Notice  of  Proposed  Additions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  2(a)(2)  of  Public  Law  92-28;  85 
Stat.  79,  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the 
following  commodities  and  services  to 
Procurement  List  1975,  November  12, 
1974  (39  FR  39964) . 

CXass  7230 

Curtain,  Shower,  7230-00-247-1280. 

Class  8115 

Box,  Wood,  8116-00-935-6626,  8115-00-936- 
6627,  8115-00-035-6628,  8116-00-936-6532. 

Industrial  Class  7374 

Data  Capturing,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Industrial  Class  7641 

Furniture  Rehabilitation,  Alameda  County, 
Contra  Costra  County,  City  of  San  Francisco, 
Ban  Mateo  County,  Santa  Clara  County, 
California.  _ 

Industrial  Class  7699 

Repair  and  Maintenance  of  Slectrlc  and 
Manual  Typewriters  for  all  Federal  agencies 
kMsated  at:  1516  Broadway,  and  32  Old  Slip, 
New  Ywk,  New  York. 


Class  6506- 

Bwabe,  An^MUlee,  6606-00-664-1408. 

Swabs,  Tblmerosol  Tlneture,  6606-00-664- 

eeiL 

(Tlass  6632 

Oown,  Hospital,  Patient’s  Bedshlrt,  6532- 
00-410076,  6632-00-410051. 

Trousers,  Operating,  Surgical  (Antl- 
Btotlc),  6632-00-140-0337,  6682-00-149-0328, 
8683-00-140-0329,  6582-00-149-0330. 

Shirt,  Operating.  Surgical  (Anti -Static), 
6682-00-149-0332,  6633-0(^149-0323,  6633-00- 
140-0324,  6632-00-140-0326. 

(?LASS  7210 

Pillow,  Passenger,  Headrest,  7210-00-682- 
6601. 

Comments  and  views  regarding  these 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  August  25, 
1975.  Communications  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Executive  Director,  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Purchase  from  the  Blind  and 
Other  Severely  Handicapped,  2009  Four¬ 
teenth  Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.76-19320  Filed  7-24-76:8:45  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Proposed  Additions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-28;  85 
Stat.  79,  of  the  pn^xised  addition  of  the 
following  ccHnmodities  to  Procurement 
List  1975,  November  12,  1974  (39  F.R. 
39964) . 

Class  6510 

Stakes  (OSA  Region  9  Only) : 

6510-00-171-7701 

6510-00-171-7700 

5510-00-171-7734 

6610-00-171-7733 

6610-00-171-7732 

CcMiunents  and  views  regarding  these 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  not  later  than  August  25, 
1975.  Communications  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Elxecutive  Director,  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Purchase  from  the  Blind  and 
Other  Severely  Handicapped,  2009  Four¬ 
teenth  Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Virginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

IFR  Doc.75-19363  Filed  7-24-76;8:46  am] 


COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENTS 

Availability 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Coimcil  on  Environmental 


Quality  from  July  14,  1975  through  July 
18,  1975.  The  date  of  receipt  for  each 
statement  is  noted  in  the  statement  sum¬ 
mary.  Under  Council  Guidelines  the 
minimum  period  for  public  review  and 
comment  on  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  in  forty-five  (45)  days  from 
this  Federal  Register  notice  of  availa¬ 
bility.  (September  8,  1975)  The  thirty 
(30)  day  period  for  each  final  statement 
begins  on  the  day  the  statement  is  made 
available  to  the  Council  and  to  com¬ 
menting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  at  cost  from  the  Environmental  Law 
Institute.  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Department  or  Agriculture 

Contact:  Dr.  Fowden  Q.  Maxwell,  Co¬ 
ordinator  of  Environmental  Quality  Actlvl- 
tles.  Office  ot  the.  Secretary,  UB.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  359-A,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.  20250,  (202)  447-3965. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft 

Timber  Management  Plan,  Talladega  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  several  Coimtles  In  Alabama, 
July  14:  The  Talladega  National  Forest 
Tlmiber  Management  Plan  proposes  even- 
aged  fOTest  management  for  the  pcut  of  the 
forest  which  is  suitable  for  sustained  yield 
timber  productlcm  (annual  average  cut  area 
of  11,879  acres).  Adverse  Impacts  Include 
some  soil  compaction  and  dislocation,  tem¬ 
porary  shirts  In  wlkUlfe  populatlone,  tem¬ 
porary  Increases  In  turbidity  and  stream 
runoff,  and  temporary  degradation  of  air 
quality.  (ELR  Order  No.  61012.) 

West  Chioagof — ^Yakohl  Island  Land  Use 
Plan,  Alabama,  July  14:  The  statement  pro¬ 
posed  five  alternative  plans  for  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  Tongass  National  Forest  land  In  the 
West  Ohloagof — YakoM  area:  Wlldemess 
Candidate  Study  Area,  A;  Partial  WUderness 
Candidate  Study  Area,  B;  Rcareatlon  Use 
Emphctflzed,  C;  Resource  Use  of  Moderate 
Intensity,  D;  and  Intensive  Use  of  Resources, 
E.  Adverse  Impacts  Include  loss  of  commod¬ 
ity  uses,  primarily  of  timber,  with  aU  al- 
ternaiUves:  loss  of  wHdemess  qualities  with 
all  but  alternative  A;  and  loss  of  scenic 
quality  In  areas  of  development,  particularly 
with  alternatives  D  and  E  (109  pages).  (ELR 
Oder  No.  61017.) 

Basin  Planning  Unit.  Deerlodge  National 
Forest,  Jefferson  County,  Mont.,  July  14: 
(ELR  Order  No.  51006.) 

Final 

Osceola  National  Forest  Timber  Plan, 
Baker  and  Columbia  Coomties,  Fla.,  July  14: 
The  proposed  action  Is  the  Implementation 
of  the  revised  10-yoar  Timber  Management 
Plan  for  Osceola  Naitioml  FcMrest.  Estimated 
annual  yield  from  approximately  1,800  acres 
of  regeneration  cuts  and  3,300  acres  of  inter¬ 
mediate  cuts  win  be  68  mlllkm  board  feet 
and  36  thousand  cords  of  small  roundwood. 
Adverse  ImpeotB  Include  degradation  of 
forest  scenery  and  rocul  construction.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  DOl,  EPA,  USDA,  HEW, 
and  State  agencies  and  IndlvldiuUs.  (ELR 
Order  No.  61010.) 

Apaladblcote  National  Forest  Timber  Plan, 
several  OounitleB  In  norlda.  July  14:  Pro¬ 
posed  is  the  Implementation  of  a  revised  10- 
year  Timber  Managemant  Plan  tor  Apalachi¬ 
cola  National  Forest.  Ekttmated  animal  yield 
from  approximately  4,600  acrea  of  regenera¬ 
tion  cuts  will  be  11.1  million  board  fbst  of 
saw-timber  and  46  thousand  cords  of  smalt 
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roundwood.  Adveiee  effects  Include  tempo¬ 
rary  loss  ot  pleasing  forest  scenery  from 
timber  ouMAag.  otber  silvicultural  treat¬ 
ments.  and  rosul  ooBstructlon,  Comments 
made  by:  DOI.  EPA,  HEW.  and  State  agen¬ 
cies  and  individuals.  (ELR  Order  No.  5101 1.) 

Upper  Hlwaoecc  Unit,  Cherokee  Natiooal 
Forest,  Polk  and  Monroe  Counties.  Tenn., 
July  14:  The  statement  refers  to  a  pro¬ 
posed  ten  year  plan  for  the  47,740  acre  Upper 
Hlwasse  Unit  of  the  CbercHtee  National 
Fiorest.  The  management  will  be  aimed 
towards  timber  harvest,  wildlife  habitat  Im¬ 
provement.  watershed  restoration  projects 
control  of  ORV’s,  and  concentrated  recrea¬ 
tional  use  along  the  Hlwassee  River.  TTiere 
will  be  some  road  construction.  There  will  be 
adverse  impact  to  aoU  and  aesthetic  quality. 
Comments  made  by:  UBDA,  HUD,  EPA,  TV  A. 
DOI,  and  State  and  local  agencies  and  in¬ 
dividuals.  (BLR  Order  No.  51009.) 

Plney  River  Unit.  George  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Nelson  and  Amherst  Counties, 
Va.,  July  17:  The  statement  concerns  the 
proposed  10-year  plan  for  the  Plney  River 
Unit,  Oeorge  Washington  National  Forest. 
The  Unit  contains  37,456  acres  of  National 
Forest  and  47,633  acres  of  private  lands.  Pro¬ 
posed  management  direction  emphasizes  dis¬ 
persed  recreation,  protection  of  the  Ap¬ 
palachian  National  Scenic  Trail,  Crabtree 
Palls  environment,  and  soil  and  water  values. 
The  major  developments  proposed  at  Crab¬ 
tree  Palls  are  dispersed  timber  cuts,  and 
roads.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  DOT,  EPA, 
USDA,  and  State  and  local  agencies,  orga¬ 
nizations,  and  Individuals.  (EIR  Order  No. 
51032.) 

Herbicide  Use,  OollvUle,  Okanogan, 
Wenatchee  National  Foreeta,  several  Counties 
in  Washington.  J\ily  18:  The  addendum 
statement  concerns  vegetation  management 
on  Colville.  Okanogan,  and  Wenatchee  Na¬ 
tional  Forests  from  July  1,  1975  through 
June  30,  1976.  The  plan  Involves  the  use  of 
herbicidee  2,4-D,  2.4,6-T,  Dalapon,  and 

Monoeodium  acid  methanearsenate  to  reduce 
the  competion  frwn  native  vegetation  where 
It  hampers  forest  management  activities. 
Some  non-target  species  may  be  affected. 
Comments  hff:  USDA,  DOI,  and  State 

and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  51036.) 

BtntAl.  BLEOVSnnCATION  ADMINISTBATION 

Final 

230  Ti  iiB  ■■Irmlen  Line,  Colorado  and 
Wymnlng,  July  16:  *nie  stat^nent  refers  to 
the  proposed  granting  erf  REA  insured  or 
gtiaranteed  funds  to  the  Tri-State  Genera¬ 
tion  and  Transmission  Association  for  the 
construction  of  372  miles  of  230  kV  trans¬ 
mission  line  and  subetations.  Counties  af¬ 
fected  are  Grand.  Lincoln,  Kit  Carson,  Weld, 
Morgan,  and  Larimer  In  Colorado,  and 
Albany  and  Laramie  In  Wyoming.  The  lines 
will  be  a  visual  Intrusion  upon  the  landscape. 
Comments  made  by:  DOI,  USDA,  EPA,  DOT, 
and  State  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  51026.) 

son.  coNSKvanoN  sebvice 

Draft 

Bear  Swamp  Watershed,  Chowan  and 
Pwqulmans  Oountlee,  N.C.,  July  14:  Hie 
project  for  Bear  Swamp  Watershed  entails 
conservation  land  treatment  supplemented 
by  17.3  miles  of  stream  channel  work  and  one 
grade  control  etrueture.  Adverse  Impacts  of 
the  project  win  be  disruption  of  some  wild¬ 
life  habitat;  lose  of  62  acres  of  forestland  to 
be  used  for  spoil  placement  and  Increased 
channel  widths;  temporary  clearance  of  81 
acres  for  debris  disposal;  and  temporary 
damage  to  Unniag  resources  during  oonstruo- 
ti<m  (31  psgee) .  (ELR  Order  No.  51018.) 

Cedar  Bun  Watershed.  Fauquier  County, 
Va..  July  14:  The  Cedar  Run  Watershed 


Project  entails  watershed  protection,  flood 
prevention,  and  municipal  and  Industrial 
waste  storage  in  Fauquier  Ooxmty,  Virginia. 
Adverse  effects  will  be  the  lose  of  486  acres 
of  terreetiisi  wlldllie  habitat;  the  Inimdation 
of  7.7  mllea  of  perennial  stream;  the  Inxmda- 
tlon  of  reetrlction  of  1421  acres  presently  In 
cropland,  pastureland,  and  forest  uses  (672 
of  these  acres  will  be  flooded  only  occasion¬ 
ally)  ;  the  disruption  of  wildlife  habitat  pat¬ 
terns  during  flooding,  the  relocation  of  one 
family;  the  exposure  of  up  to  93  acres  of 
mudflats  during  severe  droughts;  increased 
traffic,  noise.  Are  hazard,  and  litter;  and 
temporary  construction  disruption.  (ELR 
Order  No.  61014.) 

Final 

Little  Lucklamute  River  Watershed,  Polk 
County,  Oreg.,  July  16;  Proposed  Is  the  laud 
treatment,  flood  prevention.  Irrigation  rec¬ 
reation,  fishery,  and  water  supply  project 
on  the  Little  Lucklamute  River  Watershed. 
Project  measures  will  Include  land  treatment 
on  51,770  acres,  and  the  construction  of  Teal 
Creek  Dam.  The  dam  will  block  passage  of 
anadromous  fish  and  will  inundate  2  miles  of 
spawning  area.  Seven  hundred  acres  of  land 
will  bs  disturbed,  of  which  340  acres  will  be 
permanently  Inundated.  Land  acquisition 
will  di^lace  14  families.  The  project  will 
stimulate  development  in  the  area,  and  will 
alter  wildlife  habitat.  Comments  made  by: 
OE  2,  State  agencies,  organizations,  and  In¬ 
dividuals.  (ELR  Order  No.  61025.) 

The  Bed  Deer  Creek  Watershed  Project  was 
noticed  In  the  Fedebal  Registeb  of  July  3. 
1975  as  a  draft  els.  The  statement  U  a  final 
and  the  review  period  ended  July  26, 1975. 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Oaller,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs, 
Department  of  Commerce.  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  (202)  967-4335. 

nat’l  oceanic  and  atmospheric  admin. 
Draft 

Importation  of  S.  African  Sealskins, 
Moratorium  Waiver,  July  18:  Tlie  statement 
discusses  the  Implications  of  granting  or 
denying  a  waiver  to  allow  Importation  of  raw 
sealskins  from  the  1975  South  African 
harvest  for  processing  and  sale  in  the  United 
States.  The  iqiplicant,  Fouke  Co.,  is  propos¬ 
ing  that  skins  taken  after  August  1  will  meet 
UB.  requirements.  No  adverse  ecological  ef¬ 
fects  are  anticipated,  provided  the  Republic 
ot  South  Africa  continues  Its  current  manage¬ 
ment  policies.  (ELR  Order  No.  61035.) 

Department  or  Dfefnse,  Abmt  Corps 

Contact:  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs.  Attn:  DAEN-PAP, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  UB.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1000  Ind^iendence  Ave¬ 
nue.  S.W,  Washington,  D.C.  20314  (202) 
693-6861. 

Draft 

Mobil  Bay  Exploratory  Oil  Well  Permit, 
Alabama,  July  17:  The  proposed  action  is  the 
Issuance  of  a  section  10  Permit  for  the  drill¬ 
ing  of  an  exploratory  oil  well  In  Mobile  Bay 
as  requested  by  Mobile  Oil  Corporation.  Ad¬ 
verse  Impacts  Include  Increased  noise  levels 
In  the  Dauphin  ikand  vicinity,  degradation 
of  the  aesthetic  quality  of  the  area,  and  the 
posslblUity  of  oil  spills  which  would  affect 
beaches,  wetlands  and  the  Bay  ecosystem 
(MobUe  District).  (ELR  Order  No.  61029.) 

Tuttle  Creek  Lake  Operation  and  Mainte¬ 
nance,  Riley,  Pottawatomie,  and  Marshall 
Counties,  Kans.,  July  14:  The  proposed  proj¬ 
ect  Is  the  continued  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  Tuttle  Creek  Lake,  consisting  of  wa¬ 


ter  control  operations,  operation  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  recreation  areas,  and  management 
of  project  land  and  water  resources.  Adverse 
impacts  include  shoreline  erosion,  disruption 
of  recreation  use,  and  damage  to  project 
roads  and  recreation  areas  (all  due  to  flood 
control  operations);  and  disturbance  of 
benthic  life,  fish  populations,  and  use  of  the 
lake  (all  due  to  sedimentation).  (ELR  Order 
No.  51019.) 

Kentucky  River  Basin  Small  Flood  Control 
Project,  Jessamine  County,  Ky.,  July  14:  The 
proposed  project  consists  of  snagging  and 
clearing  0.6  mile  and  removing  sediment  and 
debris  from  a  channel  of  Town  Fork  In  Nlch- 
olasvllle,  Kentucky.  Construction  of  a  tra.sh 
collector  and  bypass  Is  also  part  of  the  pro¬ 
pose.  Adverse  Impacts  Include  the  altera¬ 
tion  of  aquatic  habitat;  limited  stream  sUta- 
tion;  and  temporary  air  and  noise  pollution 
during  construction.  (ELR  Order  No.  51016.) 

AquUla  Lake,  AquUla  Creek  (Supplement), 
Hill  County,  Tex.,  July  14:  The  statement  Is 
a  supplement  of  an  els  filled  with  CEQ  27 
March  1974.  Proposed  Is  a  plan  to  Increase 
the  volume  of  water  storage  for  municipal 
and  industrial  use  by  4.7  million  gallons  per 
day.  The  conservation  pool  will  permanently 
Inundate  about  1,992  additional  acres  of 
land  (a  61  percent  increase)  and  the  new 
flood  control  pool  will  occasionally  Inun¬ 
date  an  additional  635  acres.  About  9  addi¬ 
tional  miles  of  stream  will  be  lost  due  to  In¬ 
undation  (Port  Worth  District).  (ELR 
Order  No.  61020.) 

Oil  Refinery  and  Marine  Platform,  St. 
Croix,  Virgin  Islands,  July  15;  The  state¬ 
ment  concerns  consideration  of  a  permit  ap¬ 
plication  to  construct  and  operate  an  oil 
refinery,  submarine  pipeline,  and  marine  ter¬ 
minal  on  the  south  coast  of  St.  Croix.  Ap¬ 
proximately  700  acres  of  scrap  woodland  will 
be  cleared  in  an  existing  Industrial  zone  for 
the  refinery,  a  fixed  platform  will  be  con¬ 
structed  1.05  miles  offshore,  a  submerged 
pipeline  trench  will  be  dredged  to  connect 
the  refinery  and  terminal,  the  existing  shore¬ 
line  will  be  modified  below  mean  high  water, 
and  a  marine  Intake  and  diffusing  outfall  will 
be  constructed.  Any  major  oU  spill  will  have 
an  adverse  impact  on  the  marine  and  Inter¬ 
tidal  environments  (Jacksonville  District). 
(ELR  Order  No.  51023.) 

Final 

Willamette  River  Basin.  Rlverbanks  and 
Channels,  Oreg.,  July  14:  The  statement  dis¬ 
cusses  a  two-part  plan  dealing  with  actions 
affecting  rlverbanks  and  channels  In  the  Wil¬ 
lamette  River  Basin.  The  first  part  deals 
with  bank  protection  along  Willamette  River 
and  the  lower  reaches  of  Its  major  tributaries. 
The  second  part  of  the  project  Involves  the 
continued  operation  and  maintenance  of 
Willamette  Falls  Locks  without  major  au¬ 
thorized  Improvements.  The  project  will 
cause  the  destruction  of  some  fish  and  wild¬ 
life  habitat  along  rlverbanks  (Portland  Dis¬ 
trict).  Comments  made  by:  EPA.  DOC,  DOI. 
USDA,  FPC,  and  State  agencies  and  other 
organizations.  (ELR  Order  No.  61018.) 

Environmentai,  Protection  Agency 

Contact:  Mr.  Sheldon  Meyers,  Director. 
Office  of  Federal  Activities,  Room  3680, 
Waterside  Mall,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
(202  )  765-0940. 

Final 

Easthaven  Wastewater  Facility,  Harris 
County.  Houston,  Tea.,  July  16:  Proposed  is 
the  addition  of  1.6  mgd  of  capacity  to  the  0.8 
mgd  Easthaven  treatment  facility.  Tbs  en¬ 
larged  plant  would  provide  secondary  bio¬ 
logical  treatment  process.  Adverse  Impacts 
will  be  those  of  oonstructlmi  disruption,  and 
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operational  noises  and  odors.  Comments 
made  by:  DOT.  HEW,  USDA,  COE,  HDD,  DOI, 
and  State  and  locM  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  51021.) 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Contact:  Dr.  Richard  P.  Hill,  Acting  Ad¬ 
visor  on  Environmental  Quality,  441  O  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  DC.  20426,  (202  )  386- 
6084. 

Draft 

Eascogas,  Algonquin  Oas,  LNO  Permits 
(Supplement),  Rhode  Island,  July  16:  The 
statement  Is  a  supplement  to  a  final  els  filed 
with  CEQ  8  August  1974  and  contains  new 
data  on  vapor  cloud  travel  in  the  event  of  a 
large  LNO  spill  on  water.  (ELR  Order  No. 
51027.) 

Eascogas,  Dlstrigas  LNO  Importation,  New 
York,  July  16:  The  supplement  Is  an  addi¬ 
tion  of  new  data  analyzing  the  vapor  disper¬ 
sion  from  a  massive  Instantaneous  spill  of 
LNO  on  water.  (ELR  Order  No.  51028.) 

Obneral  Services  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Andrew  E.  Kauders,  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Oen- 
eral  Services  Administration.  18th  and  F 
Streets.  NW.,  Washington.  D  C.  20406,  (202) 
343-4161. 

Draft 

Federal  Building  and  Parking  Facility, 
Norfolk,  Va.,  July  18:  The  proposed  action 
consists  of  the  construction  of  a  Federal 
Building  and  parking  facility  for  the  con¬ 
solidation  of  Federal  agencies  In  Norfolk, 
Virginia.  The  cost  of  the  project.  Including 
site  acquisition,  relocation,  design,  construc¬ 
tion  and  inspection  will  be  about  14.5  mil¬ 
lion.  Long-term  environmental  Impacts  are 
primarily  those  related  to  the  use  of  limited 
resources  and  City  services  necessary  for  the 
operation  of  the  facility.  (ELR  Order  No. 
51034.) 

Department  of  HUD 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Brown,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7268, 
451  7th  Street.  SW..  Washington,  D  C.  20410, 
(202)  755-6308. 

Draft 

New  Elmira  Urban  Renewal  Project, 
Chemung  County,  N.Y.,  July  18:  The  New 
Elmira  Project  is  a  major  recovery  and  re¬ 
development  effort  resulting  from  the  Hurri¬ 
cane  Agnes  Flood  Disaster  of  June  1972. 
Project  proposals  call  for  the  acquisition  and 
demidltion  structures  and  the  relocation  of 
families.  Individuals,  and  businesses  within 
a  1100  acre  area.  Some  structures  only  slight¬ 
ly  damaged  will  be  rehabilitated.  Improve¬ 
ments  to  damaged  streets,  sewer  and  water 
lines,  and  other  utilities  along  with  develop¬ 
ment  of  new  housing,  commercial  and  rec¬ 
reational  facilities  will  be  included.  (ELR 
Order  No.  51037.) 

The  draft  els,  Osceola  Water  Treatment 
Plant  Improvements,  was  noticed  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  18,  1975,  as  filed 
by  the  Department  of  HUD.  The  statement 
was  filed  under  Section  104(h)  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Community  Development  Act  of 
1974. 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard.  Director. 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D  C.  20240,  (202)  343-3891. 

BUREAU  or  MINES 

Draft 

Surface  Subsidence  Control  In  Mining  Re¬ 
gions,  July  17:  The  project  entails  the  con¬ 
trol  of  surface  subsidence  due  to  collapsing 


mine  voids  by  hydraulically  flushing  solids 
Into  the  mine  voids  under  endangered  areas. 
The  temp<wary  adverse  effects  of  this  opera¬ 
tion  Include  noise,  dust,  water  spills,  partial 
blocking  of  streets,  and  some  safety  haz¬ 
ards.  (ELR  Order  No.  51031.) 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADBUNISTRATION 

Draft 

BPA — Fiscal  Year  1977  Proposed  Program, 
July  17:  Proposed  is  the  construction  of  the 
following  fiscal  year  1977  new  facility  addi¬ 
tions  and  Doodlficatlons  to  BPA’s  electric 
transmlBBlon  system:  88  miles  of  new  trans¬ 
mission  lines,  six  new  substations,  mainte¬ 
nance  of  12,600  miles  of  existing  lines  and 
related  structures,  and  vegetation  control  on 
18,000  acres  of  transmission  line  rights-of- 
way  and  860  acres  of  substation  land.  Ad¬ 
verse  effects  will  be  conversion  of  300  acres  of 
forestland  for  transmission  line  rights-of- 
way;  iiermanent  removal  of  75  acres  of  veg¬ 
etative  cover;  visual  Impacts  to  3  waterways 
and  3  roadways;  Increased  turbidity  and 
slltation  In  waterways  and  several  streams; 
air  pollution  during  slash  burning.  (ELR 
Order  No.  51033.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convlsser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  400  7th 
Street.  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20690,  (202) 
426-4367. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Noise  Reduction  Requirements,  Subsonic 
Transport,  July  14:  The  proposed  action  Is 
an  amendment  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Reg¬ 
ulations,  Part  36  to  provide  for  three  stages 
of  noise  reduction,  to  require  new  applica¬ 
tions  for  type  certificates  to  comply  with 
noise  limits  more  restrictive  than  those  in 
current  Appendix  C,  and  to  Increase  the 
severity  of  the  acoustical  change  require¬ 
ments  for  airplanes  that  comply  with  cur¬ 
rent  Appendix  C.  These  proposals  would 
apply  to  transport  category  large  airplanes 
and  to  turbojet  powered  airplanes.  Minor  In¬ 
creases  In  fuel  consumption  would  result. 
(ELR  Order  No.  61005.) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

West  Lee  St.,  1-65  Interchange,  Chickasaw, 
Mobile  County,  Ala.,  July  17:  The  proposed 
action  is  the  construction  of  an  Interchange 
for  Interstate  65  with  West  Lee  Street  In  the 
City  of  Chickasaw,  Alabama.  The  total  dis¬ 
tance  covered  by  the  project  Is  0.7  mile.  The 
project  Is  located  In  a  primarily  residential 
area  and  pressures  for  commercial  develop¬ 
ment  are  expected.  A  number  of  businesses 
and  families  will  be  displaced.  (ELR  Order 
No.  51030.) 

Final 

Lower  Columbia  River  Highway  (U.S.  30), 
Columbia  County,  Oreg.,  July  18:  The  pro¬ 
posed  action  would  modernize  a  6.1  mile  sec¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  30  by  widening  the  existing  road¬ 
way  from  two  to  four  lanes,  modifying  grades 
and  curvatures,  and  increasing  the  width  of 
turn  radii  of  Intersecting  county  roads.  The 
project  would  displace  14  operating  busi¬ 
nesses  and  17  families,  and  would  require  the 
acquisition  of  approximately  31  acres  for 
highway  right-of-way.  Other  adverse  Impacts 
Include  the  removal  of  aquatic  habitat  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  proposed  rechannelization  of 
a  260-foot  meander  of  the  South  Fork  of 
Scappoose  Creek,  and  the  removal  of  vege¬ 
tation.  (ELR  Order  No.  51038.) 

U.S.  23,  Letcher  County.  Ky.,  July  14:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  construction 
of  VS.  23  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Vlr- 
glnla  state  line  and  extending  2.6  miles  In  a 


northerly  direction  to  a  Junction  with  U.S. 
119  northwest  of  Jenkins.  There  will  be  In¬ 
creased  noise  levels  and  a  degradation  of 
water  quality  In  Elkhorn  Lake.  Comments 
made  by:  HEW,  HUD,  EPA,  DOI,  USDA,  and 
State  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  51008.) 

Russell  Road,  Lenanee  County,  Mich., 
July  14:  The  proposed  project  Is  the  con¬ 
struction/reconstruction  of  Russell  Road 
from  M-52  east  of  Rogers  Highway,  for  a 
distance  of  4.0  miles.  The  facility  will  re¬ 
quire  4.5  acres  for  right-of-way.  Loss  of  wild¬ 
life  habitat  will  occur.  Ground  water  levels 
flows  may  be  disrupted.  Increased  levels  of 
litter,  noise,  air,  and  water  pollution  will  be 
Imposed  on  lands  adjacent  to  the  highway 
(45  pages).  Comments  made  by:  COE,  USCG, 
EPA,  USDA,  DOI,  DOT,  and  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Older  No.  61007.) 

1-15,  Montana,  July  16:  The  three  projects 
encompassed  In  this  report,  Armstead  North 
and  South,  Pipe  Organ  North  and  South  and 
Pipe  Organ  North,  Involve  the  addition  of  a 
pair  of  southbound  lanes  parallel  to  the 
existing  two-lane  Interstate  highway.  Length 
of  the  project  Is  19.9  miles.  Some  new  right 
of  way  will  be  required  for  the  projects.  The 
Pipe  Organ  Landslide  area  will  be  altered  by 
excavation.  Comments  made  by:  USCG,  EPA, 
and  State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
51024.) 

Oregon  State  Highway  42,  Coos  Bay-Rose - 
burg,  Douglas  County,  Oreg.,  July  14:  Pro¬ 
posed  Is  the  reconstruction  of  5.0  miles  of 
Oregon  State  Highway  42  between  Slater 
Creek  and  Mystic  Creek.  Reconstruction  will 
provide  two  12'  travel  lanes  and  8'  shoulders 
There  will  be  bridge  construction  for  river 
crossings;  existing  river  alignments  will  be 
partially  modified.  Some  wildlife  habitat  and 
recreation  land  will  be  committed  to  right- 
of-way.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  USDA, 
COE,  DOC,  EPA,  and  State  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  51015.) 

West  Portland  Park  and  Ride,  Multnomah 
County,  Oreg.,  July  18:  The  statement  refers 
to  the  proposed  West  Portland  Park  and  Ride 
project  for  the  city  of  Portland.  The  purpose 
of  the  proposal  Is  to  select  a  terminal  site  and 
route  for  an  express  bus  system  operating 
between  West  Portland  and  the  Portland  cen¬ 
tral  business  district.  Adverse  impacts  are  the 
displacement  of  families  and  businesses,  pos¬ 
sible  Increased  noise  In  building  near  the 
selected  site,  and  construction  disruptions. 
Comments  made  by:  DOT.  EPA,  HUD,  DOI, 
and  USDA.  (ELR  Order  No.  51039.) 

U.S.  COAST  GUARD 

Final 

Gulf  LORAN-C  Project,  July  15:  The  state¬ 
ment  concerns  the  expansion  of  the  LORAN- 
C  (Long  Range  Aid  to  Navigation)  coverage 
to  Include  the  harbors,  estuaries,  and  the 
Coastal  Confluence  Zone  of  the  Gulf  of  Mex¬ 
ico.  This  expansion  of  coverage  will  require 
the  construction  and  operation  of  three 
transmitting  stations  at  Malone,  Florida, 
Orangeville,  Louisiana,  and  Raymondvllle, 
Texas.  Adverse  Impacts  Include  the  conver¬ 
sion  of  forest  to  pastureland  at  the  Orange¬ 
ville  site  and  construction  disruption.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  EPA.  DOC,  DOD,  DOI,  and 
State  and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No. 
61022.) 

Gary  L.  Widman, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.75-19318  Filed  7-24-75;8:46  am) 


DEFENSE  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 

CANCELLATION  OF  MEETINGS 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public  Law 
92-463),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
meetings  of  the  Defense  Manpower  Com- 
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mission  schednled  for  July  30  and  31. 
1975,  in  Room  2130.  OSA  Building.  18th 
&  P  Streets.  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  are 
cancelled. 

Brvce  Palmer,  Jr.. 

General,  USA  (Ret.), 
Executive  Director, 

|FB  Doc.75-19t82  Filed  7-24-76:8:46  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OK>-83000/288:  FEL  403-7] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 

Applications 

On  November  19.  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)  (1)  (D) 
of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  (FIPRA),  as  amended. 
This  policy  providec  that  EPA  will,  upon 
receipt  of  evwy  application  for  registra¬ 
tion,  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
notice  containing  the  information  shown 
below.  The  labeling  furnished  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  available  for  examination 
at  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Room  EB-31,  East  Tower,  401  M  Street, 
SW.  Washington.  DC  20460. 

On  or  before  l^ptember  23,  1975,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  October 
21.  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an  ap¬ 
plication  described  in  this  notice,  (c)  de¬ 
sires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensation 
under  section  3(c)(1)  (D)  for  such  use  of 
his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  preserve  his 
right  to  have  the  Administrator  deter¬ 
mine  the  amount  of  reasonable  compen¬ 
sation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for  such 
use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  and  the  applicant  named  in  the 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  his 
claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Information  Coordination  Sec- 
tion.  Technical  Services  Division  (WH- 
569) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street.  SW.  Washington,  DC  20460. 
Every  such  claimant  must  include,  at  a 
minimum,  the  information  listed  In  the 
Interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  imder  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  wiU  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
p^iod  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c> 
application  wiU  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
applicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alterna¬ 
tives  available  under  the  Act.  No  claims 
will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA  adjudi¬ 


cation  which  are  received  after  Septem¬ 
ber  23.  1975. 

Dated;  JuLv  15,  1975. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 
Director,  Registration  Division. 
Applications  Received  (OPP -33000/288) 

EPA  File  Symbol  476-ROO.  Boyle-Mldway 
Inc.,  SouUi  Ave.  &  Hale  St.,  New  York  NT 
10017.  SANI-FLUSH  UQUID  DISINFEC¬ 
TANT  TOILET  BOWL  CLEANER  WITH 
DUAL  CLEANING  ACTION.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Hydrogen  ClUorlde  7.00%;  Oxalic 
Acid  2.00%;  n-Alkyl  (f50%  C14,  30%  C16, 
6%  C12,  6%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  0.10%;  n-Alkyl  (68% 
C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  0.10%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
interim  policy.  PM32. 

EPA  File  Symbol  2914-UT.  Calgon  Conuner- 
clal  Div.,  7601  Page  Ave.,  St.  Louis  MO 
63166.  Clr-427  DETERGENT  SANITIZER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Sodium  dichloro-s-trl- 
azinetrlone  dlhydrate  6.6%;  Sodium  dodec- 
yl benzene  sulfonate  4.26%;  Sodium  meta- 
slllcate  5.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM34. 

EPA  File  Symbol  22559-G.  Cleanway  Prod¬ 
ucts,  8804  Penkell,  Detroit  MI  48238.  MIR¬ 
ACLE  HOUSEHOLD  SURE -KILL  ROACH  & 
ANT  KILLER.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0-Dl- 
ethyl  0-(2-lsopropyl-6-methyl-4-pyrlmld- 
Inyl)  phosphorothloate  0.500%;  Pyrethrlns 
0.052%;  Plperonyl  butoxide,  technical 
0.261%;  Petroleum  distllate  68.608%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM  16. 

EPA  File  Symbol  7960-RA.  Continents 
Chemical  Corp.,  1439  Ash  St.,  Terre  Haute 
IN  47808.  0-D-1436A  TYPE  II.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Sodium-ortho-phenylphenate 

20.0%;  Sodium  4-chloro-2-phenylphenate 
37.0%;  Sodium  6-chloro-2-phehylphenate 
14.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  ot  int<e‘im  policy. 
PM32. 

EPA  File  Symbol  677-GEL.  Diamond  Sham¬ 
rock  Corp.,  Agricultural  Chemicals  Div., 
1100  Superior  Ave.,  Cleveland  OH  44114. 
DIAMOND  SHAMROCK  BRUSH  KILLER 
BP  LO-VOL  4T.  Active  Ingredients:  2,4.6- 
Trichlorophenoxyacetlc  acid,  butoxy  propyl 
esters  68.7%.  Method  of  Sui^xirt:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  Republished:  Added  uses.  PM  23. 

EPA  File  Symbol  e77-OOR.  Diamond  Sham¬ 
rock  Ctorp.,  1100  Superior  Ave.,  Cleveland 
OH  44114.  OHLOROTHALONIL  FLOW  ABLE 
3.  Active  Ingredients:  Chlorothalonll  (tet- 
rachlorolsopbthalonltrile)  30.8%.  Method 
of  Support:  Appllcatlcm  jmxseeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  p<dlcy.  PM21. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  3770-OEA.  Economy  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co.,  Inc.,  Shenandoah  lA  51601. 
BIDZ-WEED  2,4-D  6  LB.  ACID  AN  AMINE 
SALT  FORMULATION.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dimethyl  amine  salt  of  2,4-dlchlo- 
ropbenoxyacetlc  acid  69.6%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  imder  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM23 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  935-ET.  Hooker  Chemical 
&  Plastics  Corp.,  345  8rd  St.,  Niagara  Palls 
NY  14302.  MIREX  TECHNICAL.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Dodecachlorooctabydro- 1,3,4- 

metheno  -  2H  -  cyclobuta|od|pentaiene 
98.0%.  Method  ot  Support:  Application 
proceeds  tmder  2(b)  of  Interim  poUcy. 
PM16 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  36186-0.  Carl  Raster  Co.. 
Chemical  Div.,  616  W  Main  St..  LoulsvUle 


KT  40202.  VENUS  ACID  SANITIZER. 
Active  Ingredients:  Ortho  phosphoric 
acid  30.0%;  Dodecylbenzene  sulfonic  acid 
5.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  1839-AI.  Onyx  Chemical 
Co.,  Div.  of  Millmaster  Onyx  Corp.,  190 
Warren  St.,  Jersey  City  NJ  07302.  ONYX 
BTC-E-8368.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl 
(C12  40%.  C14  50%.  C16  10%)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  80%;  Ethyl 
alcohol  20%.  Method  of  Support  changed 
from  2(b)  to  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  1839-TE.  Onyx  Chemical 
Co,  Div.  of  MlUmaster  Onyx  Corp.,  190 
Warren  St.,  Jersey  City  NJ  07302.  ONYX 
BTC-40  CONCENTRATED  GERMICIDE. 
Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (C12  40%, 
C14  60%,  C16  10%)  dimethyl  bengyl 
ammonium  cholorides  40%.  Method  of 
Support  changed  from  2(b)  to  2(a)  of 
interim  policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  SymbcH  33576-GA.  Olln  Water  Serv¬ 
ices,  Olin  Corp.,  120  Long  Ridge  Rd., 
Stamfm-d  CT  06904.  OLIN  3302.  Active 
Ingredients:  Sodium  dlmethyldithio- 

carbamate  16%;  Nabam  (dlsodlum  eth¬ 
ylene  blsdithiocarbamate)  15%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  tmder  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  33676-OT.  Olin  Water 
Services,  Olin  Corp.,  120  Long  Ridge  Rd., 
Stamford  CT  06904.  OLIN  3312.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Sodium  dimethyldlthlocarba- 
mate  3.76%;  Nabam  (dlsodlum  ethylene 
blsdithiocarbamate)  3.75%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  Reg.  No.  602-219.  Ralston  Purina  Co., 
General  Offices:  Checkerboard  Square, 
St.  Louis  MO  63188.  PURINA  DISIN¬ 
FECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl 
60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12,  6%  C18) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
2.9%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14) 

dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
2.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  602-220.  Ralston  Purina  Co. 
PURINA  DISINFECTANT  CONCENTRATE 
(4X).  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60% 
C14,  30%  C16,  6%  C12,  6%  C18)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  11.8%;  n- 
Alkyl  (68%  C12.  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethyl¬ 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  11.8%; 
Ethyl  alcohol  6.9%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  Reg.  No.  602-223.  Ralston  Purina  Co. 
PURINA  QUATERNARY  DISINFECTANT. 
Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14. 
30%  C16,  5%  C12.  6%  CIS)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  11.8%;  n- 
Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethyl¬ 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  11.8%;  Ethyl 
alcohol  6.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  638-BGT.  O.  M.  Scott  ft 
Sons  Co..  MarysviUe  OH  43040.  (SCOTTS) 
PROTURF  26-0-12  FERTILIZER  WITH 
WEEDGRASS  PREVENTER.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  S-(O,0-Dlisopropyl  phosphoro- 
dlthloate)  ester  ot  N-(2-mercaptoethyl) 
benzMtesulfonamlde  7.80%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  interim  policy.  PM25 

EPA  File  Symbol  10308-A.  Sumitomo 
Chemical  Co.  Ltd.,  e/o  Dr.  Eugene  J.  Ger- 
berg.  Insect  Control  ft  Research.  Inc, 
1330  Dillon  Heights  Ave,  Baltimore  MD 
21228.  S-2639  FORTE  AN  INSBCTICIDB 
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FOR  FORMULATING  USE  ONLY.  Active 
Ingredients:  3-Phenoxybenzyl  d-cis,  trails 
chrysantbemate  86%;  Otber  Isoibers  4%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  148-RELT.  Thbmpson- 
Mayward  Chemical  Oo.,  PO  Box  2383,  Kan. 
sas  City  KS  66110.  SUPER  PROP  ANIL. 
Active  Ingredients:  3’,4'-Dichloroproplo- 
nanllide  45.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM25 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  10873-UU.  Tlfton  Chemical 
Co.,  PO  Box  6,  Tlfton  GA  31794.  TIP- 
CHEM  PARATHION  10  GRANULAR. 
Active  Ingredients:  Parathlon  (0,0-dlethyl 
O-p-nltrophenyl  pfaosphorotbloate  10.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  400-82.  Unlroyal  Chem.  Dlv.  of 
Unlroyal,  Inc.,  Amity  Rd.,  Bethany  CT 
06526.  OMITE  SOW  AGRICULTURAL  MITI- 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Proparglte  2-(p- 
tert-butylphenoxy )  cyclohexyl  2-propynyl 
sulfite  30%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  fHxx;eeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
Republished:  Added  use.  PM13 

EPA  File  Symbol  400-REU.  Unlroyal  Chem. 
Dlv.  of  Unlroyal,  Inc.,  Amity  Rd.,  Bethany 
CT  06526.  VTTAVAX-EVS  CONCENTRATE. 
Active  Ingredients:  Carboxln  (5,0-dlhydro- 
2-metbyl-l,4-oxathlln  >  S  -  earboxanlllde) 
29.52%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  pcdlcy.  Re¬ 
published:  Added  use.  PM21 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  421-URO.  James  Varley  & 
Sons,  Inc.,  1200  Switzer  Ave.,  St.  Louis  MO 
63147.  NEW  INSTITOTIONAL  AND  INDUS- 
TRIAL  DiaiNPECTANT  CLEANER  MODI¬ 
FIED.  Active  Ingredients:  Isopropyl  alcohol 
13.61%;  Sodium  4-  and  6-chloro-3-phenyl- 
phenate  4.17%;  Sodium  linear  alkylate 
sulfonate  1.19%;  Ortho-phenylphenol 
1.03%.  Method  of  Support;  A{^llcatlon 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM32 

EPA  Reg.  No.  769-249.  Woolfolk  Chemical 
Works,  Inc.,  PO  Box  93,  Fort  Valley  GA 
81030.  SECURITY  7V4%  CAPTAN  DUST. 
Active  Ingredients:  Captan  7.6%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PBd21 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  1270-ROA.  Zep  Manufac¬ 
turing  Oo.,  PO  Box  2015,  Atlanta  GA  30310. 
ZEP  PORMULA  777-A  WEED  KILLER 
NON-SELECnVE  TYPE.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Heavy  aromatic  solvent  86.34%; 
Bromocll  (5-lm>mo-3-8ec-butyl-6-methyl- 
uracll)  1.52%;  Fentachlorophenol  1.50%; 
Other  cbloropbenols  0.16%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(e) 
of  Interim  policy,  PM24 
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PESTICIDE  AND  FOOD  ADDITIVE 
PETITIONS 

Notice  of  Filing 

Petitions  proposing  the  establishment 
of  pesticide  tolerances  in  or  on  certain 
raw  agricultural  commodities  and  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  tolerances  relating  to  food 
and/or  feed  additives  have  been  filed 
with  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Notice  Is  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Sections  408(d)  (1)  and  409 
(b)  (5)  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act.  The  petitions  and  pro¬ 
posals  are: 

PP6F1651.  Amohem  Products,  Inc..  Brook- 
side  Ave..  Ambler  PA  19002.  Proposes  that 
40  OFR  180.358  be  amended  to  establish 


tolerances  for  negligible  residues  of  the 
herbicide  butralln  [4-(l,l-dlmethylethyl)- 
N  -  (1-methoxypropyl) -2,6-dinltrobenzen- 
amlne]  In  on  the  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  watermelons,  southern  peas,  and 
lima  beans  at  0.1  part  per  million  (ppm). 
Proposed  analytical  method  for  determin¬ 
ing  residues  Is  a  gas  chromatographic  pro¬ 
cedure  using  electron  capture  detection. 
PM23 

PP5P1640.  American  Cyanamid  Co.,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Dlv.,  PO  Box  400,  Princeton  NJ  08540. 
Proposes  that  40  CFR  180.330  be  amended 
to  establish  a  tolerance  for  combined  negli¬ 
gible  residues  of  the  Insecticide  S-|((l,l- 
Dlmethylethyl)thlo] methyl] 0,0  -  diethyl 
Phosphorodlthloate,  and  Its  chollnesterase- 
Inhlbltlng  metabolites  in  or  on  the  raw  ag¬ 
ricultural  commodities  sugar  beet  tops  and 
roots  at  0.05  ppm.  Proposed  analytical 
method  for  determining  residues  is  a  gas 
chromatographic  procedure  using  a  phos¬ 
phorus-sensitive  alkali  fiame  Ionization  de¬ 
tector.  PM16 

PP5P1642.  American  Cyanamid  Co.  Proposes 
that  40  CPR  180.204  be  amended  to  estab¬ 
lish  tolerances  for  combined  residues  of 
the  insecticide  Dlmethoate  and  Its  oxygen 
analog  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  oom- 
modlties  soybean  forage  and  soybean  hay 
at  2.0  ppm  and  In  or  on  soybean  seed  at 
0.05  ppm  (negligible  residue).  Proposed 
analytical  method  for  determining  resi¬ 
dues  Is  a  gas  chromatographic  procedure 
using  a  phosphorus-sensitive  llamephoto- 
metric  detector.  PM16 

FAP5H5096.  Chemagro  Agricultural  Dlv., 
Mobay  Chemical  Co..  PO  Box  4913,  Kansas 
City  MO  64120.  Proposes  estaMishment  of 
a  food  additive  tolerance  (21  CFR  123)  for 
combined  residues  of  the  insecticide  S-[2- 
(ethylsulfinyl) ethyl]  0,0-dlmethyl  phos- 
phorothioate  and  Its  cholinesterase-in¬ 
hibiting  metabolites  In  tomato  pomace  at 
2.0  ppm  resulting  from  application  of  the 
Insecticide  to  growing  tomatoes.  PM16 

PP5F1643.  Chemagro  Agricultural  Dlv., 
Mobal  Chemical  Co.  Proposes  that  40  CFR 
180.330  be  amended  to  establish  tolerances 
for  combined  residues  of  the  insecticide  8- 
(2-(ethylsulfinyl)ethyl]  0,0-dlmethyl  phos¬ 
phorodlthloate  and  Its  chollnesterase-ln- 
hlbltlng  metabolites  in  or  on  the  raw  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities  apples,  blackberries, 
head  lettuce,  raspberries,  strawberries, 
and  turnip  greens  (tops)  at  2.0  ppm;  saf¬ 
flower  at  1.0  ppm;  and  grapes  at  0.1  ppm. 
Proposed  analytical  method  for  determin¬ 
ing  residues  Is  a  thermionic  emission  gas 
chromatographic  procedure  using  a  phos¬ 
phorus-sensitive  detector.  FM16 

PP5P1644.  Chemagro  Agricultural  Dlv., 
Mobay  Chemical  Co.  Proposes  that  40  CFR 
180.330  be  amended  to  establish  tolerances 
for  combined  residues  of  the  Insecticide  S- 
12-(ethyls\ilflnyl)ethyl]  0,0-dlmethyl  phos¬ 
phorodlthloate  and  Its  chollnesterase-ln- 
hlbltlng  metabolites  In  or  on  the  raw  agrl- 
cultmal  commodities  sorghvim  grain  at 
0.5  ppm,  sorghum  forage  at  1.0  ppm,  wheat 
grain  at  0.4  ppm,  and  wheat  straw  at  11.0 
ppm.  Proposed  anal]rtlcal  method  is  the 
same  as  above.  PM16 

PP5P1639.  Chevron  Chemical  Co.,  Ortho  Dlv. 
940  Hensley  St.,  Richmond  CA  94804.  Pro¬ 
poses  establishment  of  tolerances  (40  CFR 
180)  for  residues  of  the  desiccant  para¬ 
quat  (1,1  '-dimethyl -4,4'-blpyrldlnlum) 

derived  from  the  application  of  either  the 
bls(methyl  sulfate)  or  dlchlorlde  salt 
(calculated  as  the  cation)  in  or  on  the  raw 
agricultural  commodities  pastime  and 
range  grasses;  grasses  grown  for  hay  or 
silage;  small  grains  grown  for  hay,  grazing, 
or  silage;  alfalfa,  clover,  blrdsfoot  trefoil, 
and  crown  vetch  at  60  ppm.  Proposed 
analytical  method  for  determining  resi¬ 
dues  is  one  In  which  the  sample  Is  re¬ 


fluxed  with  sulfuric  acid  to  free  the  para¬ 
quat  cation,  and  after  cleanup  and  reduc¬ 
tion  with  sodium  dlthlonlte,  the  paraquat 
Is  determined  spectrophotometrlcally. 
PM25 

PP5F1647.  CIBA-GEIGY  Corp.,  Agricultural 
Dlv.,  PO  Box  11422,  Greensboro,  NC  27409. 
Proposes  establishment  of  a  tolerance  (40 
CPR  180)  for  negligible  residues  of  the 
plant  growth  regulator  ethanedlal  dloxlme 
In  or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity 
oranges  at  0.1  ppm.  Proposed  analytical 
method  for  determining  residues  Is  one  In 
which  the  pesticide  Is  derlvatized  with 

N, 0- Ws-  ( trlmethylsllyl )  -trifluoroacetamide 
to  form  the  bis- (trlmethylsllyl)  -derivative. 
The  derivative  is  separated  with  gas 
chromatography  and  determined  by  quad- 
rupole  mass  fragmentography.  PM2S 

PP5F1646.  Merck  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Rahway  NJ 
07065.  Proposes  that  Section  180.242  be 
amended  to  establish  a  tolerance  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  fungicide  Thiabendazole  (2- 
(4-thlazolyl)  benzimidazole)  In  or  on  the 
raw  agricultural  commodity  soybeans  at 

O. 1  ppm.  Proposed  analytical  method  for 
determining  residues  Is  a  spectrophoto- 
fluorometric  procedure  In  which  the  ex¬ 
citation  wave  length  is  300  nanometers 
and  the  emission  wave  length  360  nanom¬ 
eters.  PM21 

PP5P1632.  Rohm  and  Haas  Co.,  Independence 
Mall  West,  Phlladelj^la  PA  19105.  Pro¬ 
poses  establishment  of  a  tolerance  (40  CPR 
180)  for  combined  negligible  residues  of 
the  fungicide  (3-N-octyl-4-lsothlazolin-3- 
one)  and  Its  metabolites  In  or  on  the  raw 
agricultural  commodity  cottonseed  (de¬ 
rived  from  cotton  plants  grown  and  har¬ 
vested  from  treated  seed)  at  0.01  ppm. 
Proposed  analytical  method  for  determin¬ 
ing  residues  Is  by  a  gas-llquld  chromato¬ 
graphic  method  using  a  flame  ionization 
detector.  PM21 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  this  notice  to 
the  Federal  Register  Section,  Technical 
Services  Division  (WH-869),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  Ro<En  401,  East  Tower. 
401  M  St..  SW,  Washington  D.C.  20460. 
Three  copies  of  the  comments  should  be 
submitted  to  facilitate  the  work  of  the 
Agency  and  others  interested  in  Inspect¬ 
ing  them.  The  comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  as  soon  as  possible  and  ^ould 
bear  a  notation  Indicating  the  subject 
and  petition  number.  Comments  may  be 
made  at  any  time  while  a  petition  Is 
pending  before  the  Agency.  All  written 
comments  filed  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  office  of  the  Federal  Register  Section 
from  8:30  aon.  to  4:00  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated:  July  21, 1975. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 

Director. 

Registration  Division. 

(FR  Doc.75-19415  FUed  7-24-75;8:46  am] 

[PRL  406-5,  OPP-33000/289] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPUCATIONS  FOR 
PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973.  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Regibtkr  (38  FR 
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31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  Section  3(c) 
(1)  (D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungl- 
cide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FTPRA),  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  iipon  receipt  of  every  application 
for  le^tratlon,  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  containing  the  infor¬ 
mation  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant  will  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  EB-31,  East 
Tower,  401  M  Street,  SW,  Washington 
DC  20460. 

On  or  before  Sep>tember  23,  1975,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  sutxnitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  Octo¬ 
ber  21.  1972,  is  being  used  to  support  an 
application  described  in  this  notice,  (c) 
desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compensa¬ 
tion  imder  Sectiwi  3(c)(1)(D)  for  such 
use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to  pre¬ 
serve  his  right  to  have  the  Administra¬ 
tor  determine  the  amount  of  reasonable 
compensation  to  which  he  is  entitled  for 
such  use  of  the  data,  must  notify  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  the  applicant  named  in 
the  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  his 
claim  by  certified  mail.  Notification  to 
the  Administrator  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Information  Coordination  Section. 
Technical  Services  Division  (WH-569), 
OfiBce  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401  M 
Street,  SW,  Washington  DC  20460.  Every 
such  claimant  must  Include,  at  a  mini¬ 
mum,  the  information  listed  in  the 
interim  policy  of  November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
2(c)  application  will  be  processed  ac¬ 
cording  to  normal  procedure.  However, 
if  claims  are  recelv^  within  the  60  day 
period,  the  applicants  against  whom  the 
claims  are  asserted  will  be  advised  of  the 
alternatives  available  imder  the  Act.  No 
claims  will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA 
adjudication  which  are  received  after 
September  23,  1975. 

Dated;  July  21,  1975. 

JOHN  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director, 

Registration  Division. 

Applications  Rbceivkd  (OPP-33000/a89) 

EPA  Reg.  No.  264-280.  Amcbem  Products, 
Inc.,  Brookslde  Ave.,  Ambler  PA  19002. 
AMEX  820.  Active  Ingredients:  Butralln 
[4-(l,l  -  dlmethyletbyl)  -  N  -  (1  -  methyl  - 
propyl) -2,6-dlnlWobexuEenamlnel  47.4%. 
Method  of  Support:  AppUcation  proceeds 
under  2(a)  of  interim  policy.  Republished: 
Added  uses.  PM23 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  9613-T.  Bison  Laboratwies, 
Inc.,  80  Leslie  St.,  Buffalo  NY  14211. 
CRYSTAL-AQUA  SWIMMING  POOL  AL- 
OAECIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Alkyl  (C14 
60%,  C12  25%,  C16  15%)  Dimethyl  Bemryl 
Ammonium  Chloride  5.0%;  Sodium  Car¬ 
bonate  5.0%.  Method  (rf  SuiH>ort:  Appll- 
oatton  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  intwlm 
policy.  PM24 


EPA  File  Symbol  4-ELN.  Bonide  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  2  Wurz  Ave..  YorkvUle  NY  13495. 
BONIDE  ANILAZINE  FUNGICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients:  2,4-Dlchloro-6-0-Chloroanl- 

lino-S-trlazine  6.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  In¬ 
terim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  File  Symbol  8220-EA.  Lambert  Kay,  Dlv. 
of  Carter-Wallace,  Inc.,  PO  Box  11623, 
Santa  Ana  CA  92711.  LAMBERT  KAY 
LAWN  AND  KENNEL  DUST.  AcUve  In¬ 
gredients:  Carbaryl  (l-n^hthyl  N-methyl- 
carbaunate  5.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM12 

EPA  Reg.  No.  239-2186.  Chevron  Chem.  Co., 
Ortho  Dlv.,  940  Hensley  St.,  Richmond  CA 
94805.  ORTHO  PARAQUAT  CL.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Paraquat  dichlorlde  (l,l'-dl- 
methyl-4,4'-blp)Tldlnlum  dichlorlde) 
29.1%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(a)  of  interim  policy. 
PM26 

EPA  Reg.  No.  4643-2.  Dearborn  Chemical  Dlv., 
Chemed  Corp.,  320  Genesee  St.,  Lake  Zurich 
IL  60047.  MICROBIOTREAT  321.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14.  6%  C12,  30% 
C16,  6%  C18)  Dimethyl  Benzyl  Ammonium 
Chloride  12.60%;  Bis  (Trl-)n-Butyltln) 
Oxide  2.25%.  Method  of  Support;  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy.  PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  1757- AO.  Drew  Chemical 
Corp.,  701  Jefferson  Rd.,  Parslppany  NJ 
07064.  AMERSTAT  WB.  Active  Ingredients: 
Methylene  bis  (thiocyanate)  10%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM22 

EPA  File  Symbol  270-REE.  Farnam  Com¬ 
panies,  Inc.,  2230  E.  Magnolia  St.,  Phoenix 
85036.  FARNAM  007  FLY  REPEUliENT.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns  1%;  Piperonyl 
Butoxide  Tech  2.6%;  Dl-n-propyl  Isoclnch- 
omeronate  6%;  N-octyl  blcycloheptene  dl- 
carboKlmlde  li25%;  2,3:4,5-Bis(2-butylene) 
tetrahydro-2-furaldehyde  2.50%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  1457-AR.  Fine  Organics  Inc., 
a  subsld.  of  Hexcel  Corp.,  206  Main  St.,  Lodi 
NJ  07644.  MYTAB.  Active  Ingredients:  Tet- 
radecyl  trlmethyl  ammonium  bromide 
100%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM31 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  2596-AR.  The  Hartz  Moun¬ 
tain  Corp.,  700  S.  4th  St.,  Harrison  NJ 
07029.  HARTZ  PLEA  &  TICK  SOAP  FOR 
DOGS.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
0.025%;  Technical  Piperonyl  Butoxide 
0.050%;  N-Oxtyl  Blcycloheptene  dlcarboxl- 
mlde  0.084%:  Petroleum  Distillates  0.120%; 
Anhydrous  Soap  89.000%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM17 

EPA  File  Symbol  2270-AOI.  The  Huge  Co., 
Inc.,  7625  Page  Ave.,  St.  Louis  MO  63133. 
EXCEEiCIDE  FILTER  FLY  TREATMENT 
Active  Ingredients:  Malathlon  (0,0-di- 
methyl  dlthlaphosphate  of  diethyl  mercap- 
tosucclnate)  45.00%;  Heavy  Aromatic 
Naphtha  41.64%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  33370-U.  Morton  Herman 
Co.,  207  W.  University  Dr.,  Arlington 
Heights  IL  60004.  SUPER  HERMOX  9.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  n- Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30% 
C16,  6%  C12,  5%  018)  dimethyl  benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  4.5%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12, 
32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammoni¬ 
um  chlorides  4.6%;  Tetrasodlum  ethylene- 
diamine  tetraacetate  2.0%;  Sodium  Car¬ 
bonate  4.0%.  Method  at  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  imder  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  7715-RN.  National  Scent 
Co.,  10555  Stanford  Ave.,  Garden  Grove  CA 


92642.  FLEA  AND  TICK  INSECTICIDE 
POWDER  FOR  DOGS.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pyrethrlns  0.10%;  Piperonyl  Butoxide, 
Technical  1.00%;  Carbaryl  (I -Naphthyl  N- 
methylcarbamate)  6.00%  Silica  Gel 
40.00%;  Base  011  4.90%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  7715-RR.  National  Scent 
Co.,  10565  Stanford  Ave.,  Garden  Grove  CA 
92642.  PLEA  AND  TICK  INSECTICIDE 
POWDER  FOR  CATS.  Active  Ingredients; 
Pyrethrlns  0.10%;  Piperonyl  Butoxide, 
Technical  1.00%  Carbaryl  (1 -Naphthyl  N- 
methylcarbamate)  5.00%  Silica  Gel  40.00%; 
Base  OU  4.90%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  pol¬ 
icy.  PM12 

EPA  File  Symbol  538-ROL.  O.  M.  Scott  & 
Sons,  Marysville  OH  43040.  STOP  INSECTS 
BEFORE  THEY  START.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  Dimethoate  [0,0-dlmetbyl  S-(meth- 
ylcarbamoyl)  methyl  phoephorodlthloate] 
5.00%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM16 

EPA  File  Symbol  2217-AOO.  PBI/Gordon 
Corp.,  300  S.  3rd  St.,  Kansas  City  KS  66118. 
AMINE  2,4-D  TURF  HERBICIDE.  Active 
Ingredients;  Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  2,4* 
Dlchloro-phenoxyacetlc  acid  49.3%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  Pld23 

EPA  File  Symbol  6857-L.  Phostoxln  Sales, 
Inc.,  Box  469,  Alhambra  CA  91801.  FUMI- 
CEL.  Active  Ingredients;  Magnesium  Phos¬ 
phide  53%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PMll 

EPA  File  Symbol  37064-0.  Pioneer  Chemical 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  5419  Logan  Ave.,  N,  Min¬ 
neapolis  MN  65430.  SAN-A-QUAT.  Active 
Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16, 
6%  C12,  5%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  anuno- 
nlum  chlorides  5%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12, 
32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammoni¬ 
um  chlorides  5%.'  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  37064-U.  Pioneer  Chemical 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  5419  Logan  Ave.,  N,  Min¬ 
neapolis  MN  56430.  PIONEER  DISINFEC¬ 
TANT.  Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60% 
C14.  30%  C16,  6%  C12,  5%  C18)  dimethyl 
benzyl  ammonium  chlorides  4.5%;  n-Alkyl 
(68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  4.6%;  Tetrasodlum 
ethylenedlamlne  tetraacetate  2.0%;  Sodium 
Carbonate  4.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM31 

EPA  File  Symbol  892-EO.  Pioneer  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  3053  E.  87th  St.,  Cleveland  OH 
44104.  PIONEER  INSTANT  WIPE  &  CLEAN. 
Active  Ingredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14, 
30%  C16,  5%  C12,  6%  CIS)  dimethyl  ben¬ 
zyl  ammonium  chlorides  0.09%;  n-Alkyl 
(68%  C12,  32%  C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl 
ammonium  chlorides  0.09%;  Tetrasodlum 
ethylenedlamlne  tetraacetate  1.44%;  Sodi¬ 
um  MetasUlcate  0.23%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(b)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM33 

EPA  File  Symbol  37296-G.  Products-Sol  Inc 
2010  Cole,  Birmingham  MI  48008.  BIO¬ 
DERM  200.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium 
2,4,5-trlchlorophenate  85%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  37296-G.  Products-Sol  Inc., 
BIODERM  600.  Active  Ingredients:  o- 
Phenylphenol  98%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  PM32 

EPA  File  Symbol  37296-U.  Products-Sol  Inc. 
BIODERM  100.  Active  Ingredients:  Sodium 
o-Pbenylphenate  4H20  9T%.  Method  of 
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Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM32 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  36341-E.  Red  Top  Products, 
Inc.,  Sequin  St.,  La  Vernla  TX  78121.  430 
INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyre- 
thrlns  0.076%;  Plperonyl  butozlde,  tech¬ 
nical  0.180%;  N-octyl  blcycloheptcne  dl- 
carboxlmlde  0.280%;  Petroleum  distillate 
09.828%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
PM17 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4981-LI.  Redwood  Chem¬ 
icals  Inc.,  1218  Jackson,  Houston  TX 
77003.  REDWOOD’S  VEGETAnON  KIL¬ 
LER.  Active  Ingredients:  Prometon:  2.4- 
bls(lsopropylamlno)  -  6  -  methoxy-s-trl- 
azlne  3.73%;  Petroleum  distillate  81.04%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy.  PM2S 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4188-LGT.  Smlth-Doug- 
lass,  Dlv.  of  Borden  Chemical,  Borden  Inc., 
6100  Virginia  Becudi  Blvd.,  Norfolk  VA 
23801.  SMITH-DOUGLASS  MANEB  1.4% 
TOBACCO  PLANT  BED  DUST.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Maneb  (manganese  ethylene 
blsdlthlocarbamate)  1.4%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM21 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  4887-RIN.  Stephenson 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  PO  Box  87188,  College 
Park  GA  80337.  STEPHENSON  CHEM¬ 
ICALS  LIQUID  SEVIN.  Active  Ingredients: 
Carbaryl  (1-naphthyl  N-methyloarbamate) 
23.4%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM12 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  676-GO.  National  Labora¬ 
tories,  Lehn  &  Pink  Industrial  Products 
Dlv.  of  Sterling  Drug  Inc.,  226  Summit  Ave., 
Montvale  NJ  07648.  LP-100.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Hydrogen  Peroxide  6.00%; 
Phosphoric  Acid  0.86%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(a)  of 
Interim  policy.  PM33 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  10873-UO.  Tlfton  Chemical 
Co.,  PO  Box  8,  Tlfton  GA  31794.  COPLATE 


S  FLOW  ABLE.  Active  Ingredients:  Sulphur 
41.6%;  Cupric  hydroxide  8.3%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy.  PM22 
EPA  Reg.  No.  148-241.  Thompson-Hayward 
Chemical  Co.,  PO  Box  2383,  Kansas  City 
KS  66110.  DED-WEED  LV-69.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  2,4-dlchlorophenoxy acetic  acid 
Isooctyl  ester  67.0%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceed  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy.  Republished:  Added  uses.  PM23 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  10488-RI.  United  Chemical 
Corp.,  601  N.  Leech,  PO  Box  1499,  Hobbs 
NM  88240.  ALPHA  641.  Active  Ingredients: 
Sodium  Pentachlorophenate  79%;  Sodium 
Salts  of  Other  Chlorophenols  11%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM24 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  10486-RO.  United  Chemical 
Corp.,  601  N.  Leech,  PO  Box  1499,  Hobbs 
NM  88240.  ALPHA  840.  Active  Ingredients: 
Sodium  Pentachlorophenate  79%;  Sodium 
Salts  of  Other  Chlorophenols  11%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(b)  of  Interim  policy.  PM24 
EPA  Pile  Symbol  138d-LOG.  Universal  Co¬ 
operatives,  Inc.,  Ill  Glamorgan  St.,  Alliance 
OH  44601.  UNICO  GOLDEN  KILLA  DILLA 
TOBACCO  SPRAY.  Active  Ingredients :  En- 
dosulfan  (hexachlorohexahydromethano- 
2,4,3 -benzodioxathiepin  oxide  )11.6%;  Mal- 
athion  11.6%;  Aromatic  petroleum  solvent 
68.6%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
PM18 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  6427-TN.  Wright  Chemical 
Corp.,  1319  Wabansla  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
60622.  WRICO  TQR.  Active  Ingredients: 
octyl  dodecyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chlo¬ 
ride  10.0%;  n-Alkyl  (C14  60%,  C16  30%, 
C12  8%,  C18  6%)  dimethyl  benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  10.0%;  s-bis(tributyltln) 
oxide  4.0%;  Isopropyl  alcohol  6.0%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2 
(0)  of  Interim  policy.  PM31 

[PR  Doc.78-19416  Piled  7-24-78; 8 :46'am] 


IPIFRA  Docket  No.  382;  (PRL  404-8)  J 

SODIUM  CYANIDE  FOR  USE  IN  THE  M-44 
DEVICE  TO  CONTROL  PREDATORS 

Place  of  Hearing  and  Call  of  Prehearing 
Conference 

By  Notice  dated  July  11,  1975  (40  F.R. 
29755),  the  Administrator  announced 
that  pursuant  to  an  application  by  the 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Pish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  imder  Section  3  of 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act,  as  amended  (86  Stat. 
973;  7  U.S.C.  136a),  a  hearing  would  be 
held  in  the  above-entitled  matter  Au¬ 
gust  12  through  August  15,  1975.  In¬ 
terested  persons  are  notified  that  those 
hearings  will  commence  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
August  12,  1975,  in  Rocnn  3803,  Water¬ 
side  Mall,  4th  and  M  Streets,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  On  subsequent  days, 
the  hearings  may  convene  at  an  earlier 
hour  as  announced  at  the  hearing. 

Notice  should  also  be  taken  that  a 
prehearing  conference  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  held  beginning  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
August  7,  1975,  in  Romn  3803,  Waterside 
Mall,  4th  and  M  Streets,  S.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Frederick  W.  Denniston, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

July  21,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.78-19407  Plied  7-24^76:8:46  amj 
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[Canadian  List  No.  342] 

CANADIAN  BROADCASTING  SERVICES 
List  of  New  Stations  and  Assignments 

July  8, 1975. 

List  of  new  stations,  proposed  changes  in  existing  stations,  deletions,  and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian 
standard  broadcast  stations  modifying  the  assignment  of  Canadian  broadcast  stations  contained  In  the  Appendix  to 
the  recommendtlons  of  the  North  American  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering  meeting  January  30,  1941 
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Wallacb  S.  JoHNSOir, 

Chief,  Broadoast  Bureau.  Federal  Communicatiotu  Comtniaeion. 
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NOTICES 


(Report  No.  763] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  ^ 

Domestic  Public  Radio  Services 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing  * 

July  21, 1975, 

Pursuant  to  SS  1.227(b)  (3)  and  21.30 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  appli¬ 
cation,  in  order  to  be  considered  with 
any  domestic  public  radio  services  appli¬ 
cation,  in  order  to  be  considered  with 
must  he  substantially  complete  and  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  The  close  of  business  one 
business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commission  takes  action  on  the  pre¬ 
viously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within 
60  days  after  the  date  of  the  public  notice 
listing  the  first  prior  filed  application 
(adth  which  subsequent  applications  are 
in  ccmfiict)  as  having  been  accepted  for 
filing.  An  application  which  is  subse¬ 
quently  amended  by  a  major  change  will 
be  considered  to  be  a  newly  filed  applica¬ 
tion.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  cut-off 
dates  are  set  forth  in  the  alternative — 
applications  will  be  entitled  to  considera¬ 
tion  with  those  listed'  in  the  appendix  if 
filed  by  the  end  of  the  60  day  period,  only 
if  the  Commission  has  not  acted  upon 
the  application  by  that  time  pursuant  to 
the  first  alternative  earlier  date.  The 
mutual  exclusivity  rights  of  a  new  appli¬ 
cation  are  governed  by  the  earliest  ac¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  any  one  of  the  earlier 
filed  confilcting  applications. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  pursuant  to 
Section  309  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any 
domestic  public  radio  services  application 
accepted  for  filing,  is  directed  to  S  21.27 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  provisions 
governing  the  time  for  filing  and  other 
requirements  relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Vincent  J.  MxauNs, 

Secretary. 


An  iqypllcatloiiA  listed  In  tbe  Appendix  are 
subject  to  f\irtber  oonalderAtlon  and  review 
fyTwi  may  be  returned  and/or  dismissed  U 
not  found  to  be  In  accordance  with  the  Oom- 
mlsslon'a  niles,  regulations  and  other 
requirements. 

•The  above  alternative  ctit-off  rules  apply 
to  those  appllcaUons  listed  In  the  appendix 
as  having  been  accepted  In  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  Polnt-to- 
Polnt  Microwave  Radio  and  Local  Television 
Transmission  Services  (Part  31  of  the  rules) . 

Afpijcations  Acch*ted  fob  PnJNG 

DOMXStIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILX  KADIO  SKBVICB 

a0074-CD-P-(2)-76,  Metro  Ptme  Conununl- 
cattons,  Inc.  (KBS655),  CJ>.  for  addl- 
faculties  to  operate  on  43.22  MHs  at 
Loc.  #4:  1821  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul. 
Minnesota;  and  same  faculties  at  Loc.  #5: 
600  So.  Co.  Rd.  18,  MUmeiqiolls,  Minnesota. 
20075-CD-P-76.  Radio  ReUy  Oorp.,  OaU- 
fomla.  (KMB488) ,  C.P.  to  relocate  facUlttes 
change  antenna  system  operating  on 
86A3  ififc-  at  Loc.  #4:  707  WUshlre  Blvd., 
Los  Angeles.  California. 
aOOTe-CD-P-TS.  Radio  RMay  Corp..  MlssourL 
(KAA8M).  O.P.  to  raiooaite  faculties  operat¬ 


ing  on  35.22  MHz.  at  Loc.  #3;  9434  Wat¬ 
son  Rd.,  Crestwood,  Missouri. 

20077-CD-P-76,  Paclttc  Northwest  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company.  (KOF917),  CP.  to  change 
antenna  system  operating  on  152.57  MHz. 
located  2.5  Miles  ENE  of  Newport,  Oregon. 

20078-CD-P-76,  Tel-Page  Corporation.  (KEC 
613) ,  CP.  for  additional  faculties  to  operate 
on  152.21  MHz.  at  Loc.  #2:  220  First  Street, 
Niagara  Falls,  New  York. 

20079-CD-P-76,  Tel-Page  Corporation.  (KRH- 
676) ,  C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to  operate 
on  454.050  MHz.  at  Loc.  #2:  220  First 
Street,  Niagara  Falls,  New  York. 

20080-CD-P-76,  Tel-Page  Ckirporation.  (KEC 
621),  C.P.  for  additional  faculties  to  op¬ 
erate  on  43.22  MHz.  at  Loc.  #3:  220  First 
Street.  Niagara  Falls,  New  York. 

20081-CD-P-(8)-76.  Imperial  Communica¬ 
tions  Corporation.  (KMA262),  C.P.  to 
change  antenna  system  operating  on  152.18 
MHz  at  Loc.  #2  :  4285  Eastridge  Drive,  La 
Mesa,  California;  change  antenna  system 
operating  on  2165,  Control  and  relocate 
facilities  operating  on  454.05  MHz.  at  Loc. 

110  West  C  Street,  San  Diego,  Califor¬ 
nia;  and  for  additional  facilities  to  op¬ 
erate  on  152.09,  152.15,  162.03  and  152.12 
MHz.,  Base  and  2175  MHz.,  Repeater  at  Loc. 
#5:  Mount  Woodson.  20  mUes  NNE  of  San 
Diego.  California. 

20082-CD-P-(3)-76,  E.  B.  Brownell,  d/b/a 
Worland  Services.  (KOP2S4).  CP.  for  addi¬ 
tional  repeater  faclUties  to  operate  on 

459.100  MHz.  at  Loc.  #1;  Copper  Mountain. 
18  ml.  SE  of  Thermopolls.  Wyoming;  change 
antenna  system,  and  replace  fr^uency 
158.55  with  454.100  MHz.  at  Loc.  #2:  1212 
Robertson  Avenue,  Worland,  Wyoming; 
change  antenna  system,  and  replace  trans¬ 
mitter  and  change  frequency  158.65  MHz.  to 

454.100  MHz.  at  Loc.  #3;  112  N.  Eighth 
Street,  Thermopolls.  Wyoming. 

2(X>83-CD-AL-76,  Smith  Communications 
Service.  Consent  to  Assignment  of  License 
from  Smith  Communications  Service,  As¬ 
signor  to  Hawkins  Communications,  Inc., 
Assignee.  Station:  KOA250.  Baltimore, 
Maryland. 

20084-CD-P-(2)-76.  Pass  Word,  Inc.  (KMM 
697),  CP.  for  additional  facilities  to  op¬ 
erate  on  454.250  and  454.300  MHz.  located 
9A  miles  E  of  Spokane.  Mica  Peak.  Idaho. 

20085-CD-P-76,  Stockton  Mobilphone,  Inc. 
(KMD347),*  CP.  to  relocate  faculties, 
change  antenna  system  and  replace  trans¬ 
mitter  operating  on  35.58  MHz.  located  at 
5235  East  Carpenter  Road,  (cq>proxlmately 
eoo  feet  north  of  road)  Stockton,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

30086-CD-P-76.  Alrsignal  of  Nevada,  Inc. 
(KOK334),  CP.  for  addlUonal  faculties  to 
operate  on  454.100  MHz.  located  at  MOM 
Orand  Hotel.  3645  Las  Vegas  Blvd.,  South 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada. 

Corrections 

Correct  to  read:  21821-CD-P-(6)-75,  South 
Central  Bell  Telephone  Company.  (KKI 
455),  CP.  for  additional  faculties  to  op¬ 
erate  on  454.425,  454.475  and  454.525  M^ 
change  antenna  system  and  replace  trans¬ 
mitter  operating  on  152A7  and  152.78  MHz. 
AU  other  particulars  remain  as  reported  on 
PN  #761  dated  July  7. 1975. 

Correct  to  read:  21826-CD-P-(2)-75,  Indus¬ 
trial  CcHnmunlcatlons.  (KWH303),  CP.  for 
additional  facilities  operaUng  on  43.22 
MHz.  at  Loc.  #3  :  325  ^hth  Avenue.  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah;  and  for  additional  stand¬ 
by  faclUtles  operating  on  43A8  MHz.  at  Loc. 
#1:  Kessler  Peak,  6  mUes  SW  of  Magna, 
Utah. 

81266-CP-J>-75,  Henry  M.  Zachs.  d/b/a 
Massachusetts-Connecttcut  MobUe  Tele- 
{Uione  Company.  (K1P531),  With  reference 
to  PN  #745  dated  March  17,  1975,  correct 


applicant  to  replace  Ram  Broadcasting  of 
Connecticut,  Inc.,  and  change  narrative  to 
read:  C.P.  to  add  facilities  operating  on 
152.21  MHz.  at  Loc.  #2;  End  of  Cook  Drive, 
Montville,  Connecticut. 

BUBAL  RADIO 

60026-CR-P-76,  The  Mountain  States  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company.  (New) ,  C.P. 
for  a  new  rural  subscriber  station  to  operate 
on  157.77  MHz.  to  be  located  SjS  miles 
west-northwest  of  Granger,  Wyoming. 

60027-CR-P/L-76,  Communications  Engi¬ 
neering,  Inc.  (WAP796).  C.P.  to  reinstate 
expired  facilities  operating  on  158.49, 
158.52,  158.65,  158.61  and  158.67  MHz.  In 
any  temporary  fixed  location. 

60028-CR-P-76,  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc,  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new  Inter¬ 
office  station  to  operate  on  454.4(X)  MHz. 
located  15  miles  West  of  Teller,  Port 
Clarence,  Alaska. 

POINT-TO-POINT  ICICROWAVX  BAOlO  SERVICE 

3965-CP-ML-75,  New  England  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company.  (KCK81),  On  Pico 
Peka,  8.5  Miles  SW  of  Sherburne.  Vermont, 
Lat.  43°38'23''  N.,  Long.  72*60'08"  W.  Mod. 
of  License  to  change  polarization  from 
Horizontal  to  Vertical  on  frequency  6234.3 
MHz  towsu'd  Dorset,  Vermont  on  azimuth 
199*10'. 

16- CF-P-76,  RCA  Alaska  Communications, 
Inc.  (New),  Eagle  River,  on  Eagle  River 
Road.  2  Blocks  NE  of  Glenn  Hwy.,  Alaska. 
Lat.  61*19'09"  N.,  Long.  149*33'60"  W.  C.P. 
for  a  new  station  on  frequency  2128.0H 
MHz  toward  Elmendorf  AFB,  Alaska  on 
azimuth  245*37'. 

17- CP-P-76,  Same.  (WJM42),  Elmendorf  AFB 
(Rl-North),  White  Alice  Communication 
Site,  Alaska.  Lat.  61*16'40"  N..  Long. 
149*49'46"  W.  C.P.  to  add  antenna  system 
and  frequency  2178.0H  MHz  toward  a  new 
point  of  communication  at  Eagle  River, 
Alaska  on  azimuth  65*23'. 

20- CF-MP-76,  Michigan  BeU  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany.  (KQM36),  221  North  Washington 
Street.  Lansing.  Michigan.  Lat.  42*44'08" 
N.,  Long.  84*33'09"  W.  Mod.  of  C.P.  to  add 
frequencies  3950V  and  3970H  MHz  toward 
PottervUle,  Michigan  on  azimuth  231*54'; 
change  polarization  from  Vertical  to  Hori¬ 
zontal  on  frequencies  3730,  3810,  3890  MHz 
and  from  Horizontal  to  Vertical  on  3710, 
3790,  3870,  and  4110  MHz  toward  Potter¬ 
vUle. 

21- CF-MP-76,  Same.  (KQA43),  lA  MUes  East 
and  1.3  MUes  North  of  Potterflekl,  Michi¬ 
gan.  Lat.  42*38'44"  K,  Long.  84*42'28"  W. 
Mod.  of  CJ*.  to  add  frequencies  3990V  and 
4010H  MHz  toward  Lansing,  Michigan  on 
azimuth  51*47';  add  3990V  MHz  toward 
Saranac,  Michigan  on  azimuth  306*19'  and 
4010V  MHz  toward  Parma,  Michigan  on 
azimuth  174*11';  change  polarization  from 
Vertical  to  Horiontal  on  8770,  3850,  and 
3930  MHz  and  from  Horizontal  to  Vertical 
on  3750,  8830,  and  3910  MHz  toward 
Lansing. 

22- CP-MP-76,  Same.  (KQK33).  4.2  Miles  SE 
of  Saranac,  Michigan.  lAt.  42*53'08"  N.. 
Long.  85*0e'12’'  W.  Mod.  of  CJ».  to  add 
frequency  3950V  MHz  toward  PottervUle, 
Michigan  on  azimuth  126*01'. 

23- CP-P-76,  Same.  (KQA37),  3  Miles  WNW 
of  Parma  at  Callaha  Road  A  Old  US  12. 
Michigan  Lat.  42*10'14**  N.,  Long.  84*39'23" 
W.  CP.  to  add  frequency  3970V  MHz  toward 
PottervUle,  Michigan  on  azimuth  354*13'. 

24- CF-P-76.  The  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany.  (KVI38),  111  North  4th  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio.  Lat.  89*67'64'*  N.,  Long. 
82*60'51*'  W.  CP.  to  replace  transmitters 
and  change  powef  on  frequencies  6808.4H 

ii686/)H  MHz  toward  OarroU.  Ohio  on 
azimuth  134*20'. 
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26- CF-P-76.  Same.  (KQN77).  Twp.  Rd.  113, 
2.8  Miles  SW  of  Carroll,  Ohio.  Lat.  39'46' 
15”  N.,  Long.  82*44’25”  W.  C.P.  to  replace 
transmitters  and  change  power  on  fre¬ 
quencies  6056.4H  and  10765H  MBte  toward 
Columbus,  Ohio  on  azimuth  314°30'. 

27- CF-MP-76,  RCA  Alaska  Communications, 
Inc.  (WAS444),  Kimball  Pass.  44  Miles  SSE 
of  Olennallen,  Alaska.  Lat.  61®30'61”  N., 
Long.  145®01'38”  W.  Mod.  of  C.P.  to  change 
antenna  location,  elevation,  path  lengths 
and  azimuths  to  the  following  points  of 
communication:  Stuck,  Alaska — 338°61'; 
Tlekel,  Alaska — 214‘’11':  and  Pump  Station 
#12  Passive  Reflector,  Alaska — 228‘’03'. 

2a-CP-MP-76,  Same.  (WAS457),  Pump  Sta¬ 
tion  #12,  Richardson  Hwy.,  48  Miles  South 
of  Olennallen,  Alaska.  Lat.  61*28'33”  N., 
Long.  145*08'37”  W.  Mod.  of  C.P.  to  change 
tower  heights,  path  lengths  and  azimuth 
from  Passive  Reflector  toward  Kimball 
Pass,  Alaska  to  48°01'. 

29-CP-P-76,  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company.  (WHA84),  8181  Southwest  Free¬ 
way,  Houston,  Te.xas.  Lat.  29*41 '24”  N., 
Long.  95*31 '39”  W.  C.P.  to  modify  trans¬ 
mitter  and  change  power  on  frequency 
11245V  MHz  toward  KYJ66,  Houston,  Texas 
on  azimuth  67*26'. 

80- CF-P-76.  Same.  (KYJ66).  1407  Jefferson 
Street,  Houston, -Texas.  Lat.  29*44'65''  N., 
Long.  95*21'66''  W.  C.P.  to  modify  trans¬ 
mitter  and  change  power  on  frequencies 
10715H  and  10795V  MHz  toward  WHA84, 
Houston,  Texas  on  azimuth  247*31'. 

81- CF-P-76,  New  England  Telephone  and 

Telegraph  Company.  (WB063),  Albany, 
Chase  Hill,  1.5  Miles  West  of  Conway,  New 
Hampshire.  Lat.  43*58'32”  N.,  Long. 

71*09'05”  W.  C.P.  to  change  alarm  center 
location  and  add  frequency  6093.5H  MHz 
toward  Ossipee,  New  Hampshire  on  azi¬ 
muth  180*30'. 

32-CF-P-76.  Same.  (WB064),  Bennett  Hill. 
2.1  Miles  NW  of  Ossipee,  New  Hampshire. 
Lat.  43*41'66''  N.,  Long.  71*06'17''  W.  C.P. 
to  change  alarm  center  location  and  add 
frequencies  6345. 5H  MHz  toward  Albany, 
New  Hampshire  on  azimuth  00*30',  and 
6845.5V  MHz  toward  Moultonboro,  New 
Hampshire  on  azimuth  267*06'. 

83- CF-P-76,  Same.  (WB062),  Moultonboro, 
Hollingsworth  Hill,  3.6  Miles  West  of 
Melvin  Village,  New  Hampshire.  Lat. 
43*41'25''  N.,  Long.  71*22'34''  W.  C.P.  to 
Change  alarm  center  location  and  add  fre¬ 
quencies  6063.5H  MHz  toward  Ollford,  New 
Hampshire  on  azimuth  188*46',  and 
6093.5V  MHz  toward  Ossipee,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  on  azimuth  86*57'. 

84- CF-P-76,  Same.  (KZI60),  Gifford,  3  MUes 
BSE  of  Laconia,  New  Hampshire.  Lat. 
43*30'48''  N..  Long.  71  *24 '49”  W.  C.P.  to 
change  alarm  center  location  and  add  fre¬ 
quencies  6345.5H  MHz  toward  Moulton- 
tero.  New  Hampshire  on  azimuth  08*45', 
and  11035.0V  MHz  toward  Laconia,  New 
Hampshire  on  azimuth  292*37'. 

85- CF-P-76.  Same.  (KZI61),  762  North  Main 
Street,  Laconia,  New  Hampshire.  Lat. 
43*41'64''  N.,  Long.  71*28'27”  W.  C.P.  to 
change  alarm  center  location  and  add  fre¬ 
quency  11566.0V  MHz  toward  Gilford,  New 
Hampshire  on  azimuth  112*34'. 

8O-CF-P-70,  The  Mountain  States  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company.  (KPY70),  Bill 
Williams  Mountain,  3.6  Miles  SW  of  Wil¬ 
liams,  Arizona.  Lat.  35*12’01''  N.,  Long. 
112*12'ie''  W.  CJ».  to  change  frequencies 
6037.8V  and  6056.4V  MHz  to  5045.2H  and 
6063.8H  MHz  toward  Prescott,  Arizona  via 
Passive  Reflector  on  azimuth  340*16';  re¬ 
place  transmitters  and  change  power. 

87-CF-P-76,  Same.  (KPL33),  140  North 

Marina  Street,  Prescott,  Arizona.  Lat. 
S4*32'36''  N..  Long  112*28'01''  W.  C.P.  to 
clMmge  anteima  system  and  frequencies 
6180.8V  and  6308.4V  MHz  to  6197.2V  and 


6316.9V  MHz  toward  Bill  Williams  Moun¬ 
tain,  Arizona  via  Passive  Reflector  on 
azimuth  17*43';  replace  transmitters  and 
change  power. 

4648-CP-AL-(l)-75,  North  Florida  Telephone 
Company.  Consent  to  Assignment  of  Li¬ 
cense  from  North  Florida  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany,  Assignor,  to  Gulf  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany,  Assignee,  for  station  KIX67,  Perry, 
Florida. 

4872-CF-TC-(9)-75,  Somerset  Telephone 
Company.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control 
from  Kenton  E.  and  Elinor  H.  Quint, 
Transferors,  to  Telephone  and  Data  Sys¬ 
tems,  Inc.,  Transferees,  for  the  following 
stations  located  In  Maine;  KCK91 — Sugar 
Loaf  Mountain;  KCL37 — Norrldgewock; 
KCL38 — nr.  Norto  Anson;  KCL39 — Strong; 
KCL40  —  Klngfleld;  KCL41  —  Bigelow; 
KCL42 — Stratton;  KTG53 — ^North  Anson; 
and  WBO40 — King  and  Bartlett  Mountain. 

71- CF-P-76,  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Pennsylvania.  (New),  ^ute  949,  1  Mile 
North  of  Corsica,  Pennsylvania.  Lat. 
41*11'46''  N.,  Long.  79*10'68''  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  frequencies  11466V  MHz 
toward  Clarion,  Pennsylvania  on  azimuth 
277*24',  and  11465V  MHz  toward  Hazen, 
Pennsylvania  on  azimuth  87*11'. 

72- CP-P-76,  Same.  (New),  Fifth  and  Liberty 
Street,  Clarion,  Pennsylvania.  Lat.  41* 
12'67''  N.,  Long.  79*23'08''  W.  C.P.  for  a  new 
station  on  frequency  11065V  MHz  toward 
Corsica,  Pennsylvania  on  azimuth  97*16'. 

73- CF-P-76.  Same.  (New).  2  Miles  North  of 
DuBois,  Pennsylvania.  Lat  41*09'47''  N., 
Long.  78*45'22''  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station 
on  frequency  11465V  MHz  toward  Hazen, 
Pennsylvania  on  azimuth  286*42'. 

74- CF-P-76,  Same.  (New) .  Route  830,  1  Mile 
East  of  Hazen,  Pennsylvania.  Lat.  41*12'16'' 
N.,  Long.  78*67'07''  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  frequencies  11055V  MHz  toward 
Corsica,  Pennsylvania  on  azimuth  267*20', 
and  11055V  MHz  toward  DuBols,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  azimuth  105*34'. 

87-CP-ML-76,  Andrews  Tower  Rental  Inc. 
(KLN78),  Lingleville,  Texas.  Lat.  32*14'65” 
N..  Long.  98*22'41''  W.  Mod.  of  License  (79- 
C1-R-71/6328-C1-ML-71)  to  replace  four 
(4)  existing  transmitters  with  four  (4) 
new  Collins  transmitters  (type-MW-618) 
on  existing  frequencies  6009. 5H  MHz, 
6226.9H  MHz.  6315.9H  MHz  and  6404.8H 
MHz  toward  Commanche  (KLN79),  Texas, 
on  azimuth  210*41'. 

The  following  renewal  applications  for  the 

term  ending  August  1,  1980  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

South  Central  Bell  Telephone  Co. 


Vail  sign  Location 

KGF92 .  Paradis.  La. 

KGG21  _  'Thibodaux,  La. 

KIA53  _  Whlteoak  Moimtaln,  Tenn. 

KIA56  _ _  Spring  City,  Tenn. 

KIA66 _  Lafayette,  Ala. 

KIB84 _  Coldwater,  Ala.  ’ 

KIB86 _  Trlckem,  Ala. 

KIB86 _  Omaha,  Ala. 

KIN44 _  LaneU,  Ala. 

KIN4S _  Phenlx  City,  Ala. 

KI041 _  Port  MltcheU,  Ala. 

KIT23 _  Huntsville,  Ala. 

IGT24 _  Town  Creek,  Ala. 

K1T26 _  Sheffield,  Ala. 

KIU46 _  Morristown,  Tena. 

Kin47 _  Knoxville,  Tenn. 

KIU48  _ _ _  Greentop,  Tenn. 

KIU60  _ _  Nashville,  Tenn. 

KIU63 _  Springfield,  Tenn. 

KrV62 _ _  Winchester.  Ky. 

KIV63 _ _  Stanton,  Ky. 

KIV64 _  Wellington,  Ky. 

KIV65 _  White  Oak.  Ky. 

KIV66 _  HagerhUl,  Ky. 

KIV67 _  PlkevUle,  Ky. 


Call  sign  Location 

KIW76 _  Decatur,  Ala. 

KIW78 _ _ —  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

KIX67 _  Birmingham,  Ala. 

KIX60 _  Gadsden,  Ala. 

Kixee _  Selma,  Ala. 

KIY24 _  FordsvUle.  Ky. 

KIY25 _  Ownesboro,  Ky. 

KrY26 _  Beech  Grove,  Ky. 

KIY27 .  MadlsonvUle,  Ky. 

KIY28 _  Princeton,  Ky. 

KIY29 _  Grand  Rivers,  Ky. 

KIY30 .  Paducah,  Ky. 

KJA21 _  Montgomery  (Houston  Hills) , 

Ala. 

KJA22 _  Ramer,  Ala. 

KJA25 _  Troy,  Ala. 

KJA77 _  Beattyville,  Ky. 

KJA78 _  Jackson,  Ky. 

KJA85 .  MobUe,  Ala. 

KJB44 _  Camp  Creek  Bald,  Tenn. 

KJC31  -  Mount  Vernon,  Ala. 

KJC32 _  Stapleton,  Ala. 

KJD27 _  Richmond.  Ky. 

KJE53 _  Clarksville,  Tenn. 

KJP99 _  Hazard,  Ky. 

KJG46 .  Helller,  Ky. 

KJG47 _ ^  Whltesburg,  Ky. 

KJG48 _  Memphis.  Tenn. 

KJG49 _  Arlington,  Tenn. 

KJG50 _  Brownsville,  Tenn.  - 

KJG51 _  Jackson,  Tenn. 

KJG54 .  Humboldt.  Tenn. 

KJG55 _  Lexington,  Tenn. 

KJG68 _  Lobelvllle,  'Tens. 

KJ057  _  Dickson,  Tenn. 

KJG58 _  Brentwood,  Tenn. 

KJG71 .  Bay  Mlnette,  Ala. 

KJG'72 _  Atmore,  Ala. 

KJG73 _  Flomaton,  Ala. 

KJG77 .  Tallasaee,  Ala. 

KJG78 _  'Tuskegee,  Ala. 

KJG79 .  Opelika,  Ala. 

KJH2d _  Louisville,  Ky. 

KJH30 .  SUas,  Ala. 

KJH31 .  Prultdale,  Ala. 

KJH5S _  Warrior.  Ala. 

KJH59 .  PalkvUle,  Ala. 

KJJ58 _  Brooks,  Ky. 

KJJ59 _  Elizabethtown,  Ky. 

KJJ60 _  Horse  Cave,  Ky. 

KJJ61 _  Smiths  Grove,  Ky. 

KJJ62 _  Bowling  Green,  Ky. 

KJJ73 _ _  Signal  Mountain,  Tenn. 

KJJ74 _  Monteagle,  Tenn. 

KJJ76 _  Huntland,  Tenn. 

KJK61 _  Danville.  Ky. 

KJK52  _____  Mount  Vernon,  Ky. 

KJK63 _  Corbin,  Ky. 

KJK54 _  Corbin,  Ky. 

KJK55 _  Mlddlesboro,  Ky. 

KJK66 _  Logmont.  Ky. 

KJK57 _  Harlan.  Ky. 

KJK68 _  Bledsoe.  Ky. 

KJL36 _  Flaherty,  Ky. 

KJL37 _  Bose  Terrace,  Ky. 

KJL76 _  Meridian,  Miss. 

KJL97 _  Montgomery,  Ala. 

KJM48 _  Brindley  Mountain,  Ala. 

KJM49 _  Huntsville,  Ala. 

KJM50 _  Huntsville,  Ala. 

KJM62 _  Mountain  View,  Ala. 

KJM68 _  Ashvllle,  Ala. 

KJM64 _  Elbow  Gap.  Ala. 

e:JM65 _  Horn  Mountain,  Ala. 

KJM56 _  GoldvUle,  Ala. 

KJM57 _ _ _ Roxana,  Ala. 

KJM58 _  Shopton,  Ala. 

KJN20 _  Rutledge,  Ala. 

KJN21 _  Boykin.  Ala. 

KJN22 _  Evergreen,  Ala. 

KJN23 _  Birmingham  (Red  Mountain) , 

Ala. 

KJN24 _  Brewton,  Ala. 

KJW76 _  Palntsvllle,  Ky. 

KJW8e  _ _  Benton  brings,  Tenn. 

KJW84 _  Copperhlll.  Tenn. 
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Call  sign  Location 

KJW93 _  Melber,  Ky.  ' 

KJW94 _  Mayfield,  Ky. 

KJW95 _  Lynnville,  Ky. 

KJW06 _  Pulton.  Ky. 

KJW97 _  Murray,  Ky. 

KKA29 _  Olive  Branch,  Mlsa. 

KKA32 _  Holly  Springs,  Miss. 

KKA34 _  Hickory  Flats,  Mias. 

KKA39 _  Ecru,  Miss. 

KKA74 _  McLaurin,  Miss. 

KKA75 _  Wiggins.  Miss. 

KKA76 _  Neely.  Miss. 

KKA77 _  Saucier,  Miss. 

KKA78 _  Gulfport.  Miss. 

KKA99 _  OalnsvUle,  Miss. 

KKB93 _  Talisheek.  La. 

KKB94 _  Alton.  La. 

k:kB95 _  Alexandria.  La. 

KKK50 _  Magee.  Miss. 

KKK51 _  Seminary.  Miss. 

KKT87 _  Biloxi.  Miss. 

KKX71 _  Poydras,  La. 

KICX72 _  Point-a-La-Hache,  La. 

KKX73 _  Buras.  La. 

KLF99 _  Laurel,  Miss. 

KL021 _  Hattiesburg,  Mias. 

KL022  t. _  Linvllle,  La. 

KLH28 _  Auburn,  Miss. 

KLH29 _  Cranfield,  Miss. 

K1£30 _  Natches,  Miss. 

KLJ68 _  Star,  Miss. 

KLJ77 _  De  Kalb,  Mlsa 

KLK81 _  Prairie  Point,  Mlsa 

KLK82 _  Columbus,  Mlsa 

KLK84 _  Lafayette.  La. 

KLK85 _  Opelousas,  La. 

KLK80 _ _  Lebeau.  La. 

KLM90 _  Cheneyvllle,  La. 

KLM91 _  Alexandria,  La. 

KL098 _  Clarksdale.  Mias. 

KL099 _  Glendora,  Miss. 

KLP20 _  Greenwood,  Miss. 

KLB46 _  Greenville.  Mlsa 

KLR47 _  Trlbbett,  Mias. 

KLB48 _  Mount  Pleasant,  Mlsa 

KLR69 _  Waverly,  Miss. 

KLR70 _  Aberdeen,  Miss. 

KLR71 _  Tupelo.  Miss. 

KI^l _  Quitman.  Miss. 

KLT34 _  McComb,  Miss. 

KLT44 _  Cecelia  La 

E:LT45 _  Livonia,  La. 

KLT46 _  Baton  Rouge,  La 

KLT63 _  West  Point,  Misa 

KLT64 _  StartcvUle,  Mlsa 

KL1769 _ _  New  Orleana  I<a. 

KLU70., _  Mlchoud,  La. 

KLini _  Slidell.  La 

KLU83 _  PUottown.  La 

KLV92 _  Monroe.  La 

KLW23 _  Flatwoods,  La. 

KLW24 _  Natcbltocbea  1st. 

KLW25 _  Ringgold.  La 

*  KLW26 _  Martin,  La 

KLW27 _  Shreveport,  La 

KQ087 _ _  Jimctlcm  City,  Ky. 

KBT68 .  Starhlll,  La. 

KRW69 _  Sorrento,  La. 

KBW70 _  LaPlace.  La. 

KRW71 _  Metairie,  La 

EatW72 _  New  Orleans,  La 

KRW74 _  Lebanon.  Tenn. 

KBW76 _  Short  Mountain.  Tsnn. 

KRW76 _  DeRoesett,  Tenn. 

KRW77 _  Millstone  Gap,  Tran. 

KRW78 _  Lenior  City,  Tenn. 

KTP48 _  Port  Gibson.  Mlsa 

KTF49 _  Fayette.  Miss. 

KTF61 _  Lucedale.  Mlsa 

KTF64 _  Woodstock.  Ala 

KTF65 _  Covington,  La 

KiPea _ Maxie.  La 

KTF67 _  Fenton.  La 

KTP68 _  Slagla  La 


Call  sign  Location 

KTP69 _  Leesville,  La. 

KTF70 _  Haughton,  La. 

KTP71 .  Athens,  La 

KTF72 _  West  Monroe.  La. 

KTF73 _  Vienna,  La. 

KTF74 _  Monroe.  La. 

KTG21 _  Duplex,  Tenn. 

KTG22 _  West  Point,  Tenn . 

KTG23 _  Columbia,  Tenn. 

KTG24 _  Farmington,  Tenn. 

KTG25 . .  Shelbyvllle,  Tenn. 

KVD75 _  Jackson,  Ky. 

KVD76- .  Whltesburg.  Ky. 

KVD77 .  Plkeville,  Ky. 

KVH85. .  Jackson.  Miss. 

KVH96 .  Louisa,  Ky. 

KVH97 _  Catlettsburg,  Ky. 

KVI26 .  Hokes  Bluff.  Ala. 

KVU60 _  Lake  Charles,  La. 

KVU61 .  Edgerly.La. 

KXR67 _  Beattyvllle,  Ky, 

KyC46 .  Centerville.  Ky, 

KYC47 .  Clay  VlUage,  Ky. 

KYC48 _  East  Frankfort,  Ky, 

KYC49 _  Fern  Creek,  Ky. 

KYC60 .  Fruit  Hill,  Ky, 

KYC51 .  Hadley,  Ky. 

KYC52 _  Owenton,  Ky. 

KYC53 _  Oxford.  Ky. 

KYC54 _  Rosewood,  Ky. 

KYC55 .  St.  Charles,  Ky. 

KYC87 _  Hawthorne,  Tenn. 

KYJ42 _  Clarksdale.  Miss. 

KY022 . .  Dutch  Bend,  Ala. 

KYS31 _  Hopkinsville,  Ky, 

KYS34 _  RoancAe,  Ala 

KYS48 _  Winchester,  Ky. 

KZA97 _  SadlevUle,  Ky. 

KZI24 _  VersaUles,  Ky. 

KZI30 _  Baton  Rouge.  La. 

KZI69 _  Murfreesboro,  Tenn. 

KZI70 _  Lebanon.  Tenn. 

KZS26 _  Bardstown.  Ky. 

ICZ327  _  East  Bardstown,  Ky. 

KZS28 _  Springfield.  Ky. 

KZS29 _  Mltcbell^urg.  Ky. 

KZS88 _  At  any  temporary  fixed  loca¬ 

tion  within  the  territory  of 
the  Grantee. 

WAN56 _  Vicksburg,  Miss. 

WAN57 _  Do. 

WAN71 _  Morgan  City,  La 

WAY76 _  Ruston,  La 

WAY83 _  ClaysvUle,  Ky, 

WB041 _  Venice,  La. 

WBP27  _  Ivy  Point,  Tenn. 

WBP28 _ -  Oak  Plains.  Tenn. 

WBP37  _ _ Pontotoc.  Miss. 

WBP38 _  Toccopola  Mlsa 

WBP39  _  Oxford.  Miss. 

WBP40 _  Water  VaUey,  Misa 

WBP41 _  Grenada,  Mlsa 

WBP42 _ Hardy.  Miss. 

WBP43 _  Holcomb,  Mias. 

WGE97 _  Jackson,  Misa 

WGI28 _  Meridian,  Miss. 

WGI29 _  Macon.  Miss. 

WGI30 _ LoulsvlUe,  Miss. 

WOI31 _  Feams  Springs.  Mlsa 

WHB42  _ _  New  Iberia  La 

WHB43 _  Cleveland.  Tenn. 

WJM46  _  FishervlUe.  Ky. 

WJM47 _  Mt.  Eden.  Ky. 

WJM48 _ MackviUe.  Ky. 

WKR83  _  Nashville.  Tenn. 

WKR84  _  Pegram.  Tenn. 

WQQ36  _  Paulding.  Mlsa 

WQQ38  _  MoeeUe,  Mlsa 

WQR40  _  Franklin.  La 

WQRSl  _  Jacksra.  Mlsa 

WSM78  ____  At  any  tmponij  fixed  loca¬ 
tion  within  tiM  territory  of 
the  Orantea 


Corrections 

The  following  renewal  applications  for 
the  term  ending  August  1,  1080  were  inad¬ 
vertently  omitted  from  the  Public  Notice 
(#761)  of  JiUy  7,  1975. 

Southwestern  Bell  Telephone  Co. 


Call  sign  Location 

KTQ97 _  Lubbock,  Tex. 

KT^8 _  Slaton.  Tex. 

KVD97 _  Temple,  Tex. 

KVD98 -  Brucevllle,  Tex.‘ 

KXR85 _  Guthrie,  Okla. 

KXB87 _  Glencoe,  Okla. 

KXB89 _  Ponca  City  R.,  Okla. 

KYJ47 _  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

KYJ60 .  Pine  Bluff,  Ark. 

KYJ66 _  Houston,  Tea 

KY052 _  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

KY063 .  Elkhorn,  Mo. 

KY064 _  Dover,  Mo. 

KY086 _  Abilene-Orchard,  Tex. 

KZI36 _  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

WAN87 _  Kingdom  City,  Mo. 

WAN88 _  Mexico,  Mo. 

WAS480  _  Dow  Chemical,  Tex. 

WAX75 _  Ponca  City,  Okla 

WAY31 _  Dumas.  Tea 

WAY86 _  Mission.  Kans. 

WCZ51 _  Texas  City.  Tea 

WCZ52 _  Liverpool.  Tex. 

WDD59 _  San  Diego,  Tea 

WDD60 _  Monte  Alto.  Tea 

WDE53 _  Alpine,  Tex. 

WDE  54 _  Chancellor,  Tea 

WDE69 _  Ft.  Stockton,  Tea 

WDE60 _  Imperial.  Tex. 

WDB61 _  Crane.  Tsz. 

WDE62 _  Midland,  Tea 

WQG32 _  Bixby.Okla 

W0033  _  Stone  Bluff.  Okla 

W0034  _  Muskogee,  Okla 

WGI70 _  Old  Austin,  Ark. 

WOI71 _  Searcy,  Ark. 

WGI79 _  McGebee,  Ark. 

WHA74 _  Montlcello,  Ark. 

WHA76 _  Star  City,  Ark. 

WHA84 _  Houston  KPRO-TV.  Tex. 

WHB32  ....  High  Point,  Ark. 

WHB33 _ _  Cadron  Bl^e,  Ark. 

WHB47 _  HarUey,  Tex. 


IFR  Doc.75-19361  Filed  7-24-75; 8: 45  am] 


(FCC  75Rr-269:  Docket  Nos.  20306,  20308;  File 
Nos.  BBCT-53,  BPCT-i580] 

POST-NEWSWEEK  STATIONS.  FLORIDA. 

INC.  AND  ST.  JOHNS  TELEVISION  CO. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Enlarging 
Issues 

In  re  ai^Ucatlons  of  Post-Newsweek 
Stations,  Florida,  Inc.  (WJXT-TV), 
Jackscmville,  Florida,  for  renewal  of 
broadcast  license;  St  Johns  Television 
Company  Jacksonville,  Florida,  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  a  new  television 
broadcast  statlmi. 

1.  By  Order  40  F^  1301,  published 
January  7, 1975,  the  Commission  design¬ 
ated  the  above-capUoned  applications 
for  hearing  under  various  Issues,  includ¬ 
ing,  inter  alia,  one  inquiring  into  the  bona 
fides  of  the  application  of  St  Johns  Tele¬ 
vision  Company  (St  Jidins) .  Now  before 
the  Review  Board  is  a  third  petition  to 
enlarge  Issues,  filed  May  2.  1075,  by  Post- 
Newsweek  Stations,  Florida,  In& 
(WJXT-TV)  (Post-Newswe^) ,  seeking 
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addition  of  the  following  issues  against 
St.  Johns:  * 

a.  to  determine  whether  the  appUcation  of 
St.  Johns  Television  Company  was  properly 
certified  and  executed  by  a  principal  thereof 
as  required  by  law; 

b.  to  determine  whether  St.  Johns  at¬ 
tempted  to  or  did  mislead  the  Commission 
or  was  lacking  in  candor  with  respect  to  the 
preparation  and  execution  of  the  St.  Johns 
Television  Company  application  and  the  cer¬ 
tifications  contained  therein,  (1)  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  Itself  and/or  (2)  in  subsequent 
sworn  testimony  with  respect  thereto; 

c.  to  determine  in  light  of  the  evidence  ad¬ 
duced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  and  other 
relevant  evidence  whether  St.  Johns  should 
be  disqualified  or  a  comparative  demerit  as¬ 
sessed. 

2.  In  support  of  the  requested  issues, 
Post-Newsweek  first  points  out  that  the 
original  St.  Johns  application  recites  that 
It  is  “[sligned  and  dated  this  2nd  day  of 
January,  1973,”  by  Edward  L.  Baker,  a 
St.  Johns  principal,  beneath  a  certifica¬ 
tion  that  “the  statements  in  this  appli¬ 
cation  are  true,  complete,  and  correct  to 
the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  and 
are  made  in  good  faith.”  Petitioner  al¬ 
leges  that,  contrary  to  these  statements 
and  the  express  instructions  of  Section  I 
of  PCC  Form  301,*  certain  exhibits  were 
not  prepared  prior  to  Baker’s  certifica¬ 
tion;  that  Baker  knowingly  signed  the 
allegedly  incomplete  application  on  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1973,  but  left  it  undated;  that 
exhibits  prepared  on  January  2  were 
backdated  to  January  1  to  negate  the 
Inference  that  Baker’s  certification  oc¬ 
curred  prior  to  finalization  of  the  appli¬ 
cation;  and  that  only  subsequently  on 
January  2,  1973  was  the  application 
finalized,  dated,  and  filed  by  St.  Johns’ 
Washington  counsel.  Petitioner  further 
asserts  that  Baker’s  sworn  deposition 
testimony  intentionally  misleading 
and  gives  the  erroneous  impression  that 
he  was  familiar  with  the  entirety  of  the 
application  at  the  time  of  his  certifica¬ 
tion  and  signature  on  January  1.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  in  support  of  an  Issue  inquir¬ 
ing  into  the  candor  of  Baker’s  testimony, 
petitioner  cites  as  misleading  Baker’s 
answer  to  the  following  question  put  to 
him  by  counsel  for  Post-Newsweek : 

Q.  When  you  told  Mr.  Sweeney  that  you 
were  aware  of  the  various  exhibits  that  he 
pointed  out  to  you,  did  you  have  in  mind 
your  awareness  of  them  at  the  time  that  the 


*Also  before  the  Review  Board  are  the 
following  related  pleadings:  (a)  request  for 
permission  to  file  corrections,  filed  May  22, 
1976,  by  Poet-Newsweek;  (b)  opposition,  filed 
May  27,  1975,  by  St.  Johns;  (c)  comments, 
filed  May  27,  1976,  by  the  Broadcast  Biueau; 
and  (d)  reply,  filed  J\me  6,  1976,  by  Post- 
Newsweek.  The  unopposed  request  for  per¬ 
mission  to  file  corrections  will  be  grant^. 

’The  certification  Instructions  of  Section 
I,  page  2  of  FCC  Form  301  state:  “This  sec¬ 
tion  should  not  be  signed  and  dated  until  all 
the  following  sections  and  exhibits  have 
been  prepared  and  attached.’’. 


application  was  put  before  you  for  review 
and  signature? 

A.  Yes,  sir.* 

(Baker  deposition,  page  89.) 

(Baker  deposition,  pages  36-36.) 

In  addition  to  attaching  a  transcript  of 
Baker’s  testimony,  Post-Newsweek  also 
submits  in  support  of  its  petition  tran¬ 
scripts  of  deposition  testimony  of  two 
former  counsel  for  St.  Johns  who  assisted 
in  the  preparation  of  the  application  and 
an  affida^t  from  one  of  the  two  at¬ 
torneys.  'The  Broadcast  Bureau  supports 
addition  of  the  requested  issues. 

3.  St.  Johns,  in  opposition,  states  that 
Baker  “either  supplied,  helped  obtain,  or 
was  aware  of  substantiaUy  all  of  the  in¬ 
formation”  to  be  included  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  when  he  signed  it  on  January  1. 
St.  Johns  acknowledges  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  was  finalized  and  dated  on  January  2 
by  its  Washington  counsel  but  states  that 
the  completed  application  was  reviewed 
by  Baker  on  January  2,  by  telephone,  at 
which  time  Baker  authorized  the  dating 
and  filing  of  the  application.  With  regard 
to  Baker's  deposition  testimony,  St. 
Johns  asserts  that  Baker’s  testimony  was 
always  truthful  and  that  his  assertion 
that  he  was  familiar  with  the  contents 
of  the  application  when  put  before  him 
for  review  and  signature  was  predicated 
on  his  belief  that  the  application  was 
“put  before  him”  for  review  over  the 
telephone  by  his  attorneys  on  January  2. 
Finally,  St.  Johns  states  that  petitioner 
has  not  demonstrated  that  any  exhibits 
were  prepared  on  January  2  and  that, 
moreover,  the  dating  of  the  exhibits  is 
Irrelevant  since  Baker  reviewed  the  ap¬ 
plication  by  phone  prior  to  filing. 

4.  In  reply,  Post-Newsweek  attaches  a 
handwritten  draft,  dated  January  2, 
1973,  of  St.  Johns’  programming  exhibit. 
Noting  that  the  exhibit  is  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  1  in  the  application,*  petitioner  sub¬ 
mits  that  the  foregoing,  in  conjunction 
with  the  previously  submitted  -affidavit 
and  deposition  testimony  of  the  two  at¬ 
torneys  who  helped  prepare  the  St.  Johns 
application,  demonstrates  that  the  pro- 


» Post-Newsweek  also  cites  the  following 
exchange  as  support  for  Its  position: 

Q.  At  some  point  during  the  weekend  did 
you  have  an  occasion  to  review  the  original 
application  as  It  was  filed  to  the  FCC,  which 
Is  now  before  us,  either  all  at  once  or  plece- 
by-plece? 

A.  Do  you  mean  this  entire  document? 

Q.  Yes,  sir. 

A.  Yes,  sir.  We  went  through  It. 

Q.  Now,  did  you  go  through  It  with  the 
Washington  lawyers? 

A.  I'm  pretty  sure  that  we  did. 

Q.  And  did  they  explain  to  you  each  sec¬ 
tion  and  each  exhibit  as  you  came  to  It,  what 
was  Involved  and  what  It  contained? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

’Also  submitted  is  a  handwritten  draft, 
dated  January  2,  1973,  of  a  segment  of  St. 
Johns’  fincmclal  exhibit,  which  In  the  iq>pll- 
cation  is  dated  January  1. 


posed  progranuning  exhibit  was  prepared 
subsequent  to  Baker’s  written  certifica¬ 
tion  on  January  1.® 

5.  The  Review  Board  will  add  the  re¬ 
quested  issues.  Initially,  we  believe  that 
Post-Newsweek  has  raised  a  serious  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  St.  Johns  has  com¬ 
plied  with  the  signature  certification  re¬ 
quirements  of  PCC  Form  301.  By  placing 
his  signature  beneath  the  certification. 
Baker  assumed  the  responsibility  for,  and 
acknowledged  the  completeness,  accu¬ 
racy,  and  correctness  of,  the  representa¬ 
tions  and  information  contained  in  the 
application  at  time  of  signature.  How¬ 
ever,  it  appears,  first,  that  Baker’s  signa- 
tm*e  was  affixed  on  January  1,  not  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  as  represented  in  the  application,” 
and  second,  that  his  signature  on  Janu¬ 
ary  1  was  to  an  incomplete  application 
which,  at  minimum,  did  not  contain  the 
programming  exhibit,  which  appears  to 
have  been  prepared  some  time  there¬ 
after.*  As  the  Court  stated  in  Johnston 
Broadcasting  Co.  v.  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission.  175  P.  2d  351,  354  (D.C. 
Cir.  1949),  “[nlo  one  can  swear  to  an 
event  which  has  not  yet  transpired,  or  to 
material  which  is  not  yet  in  existence,” 
P^irthermore,  the  fact  that  the  completed 
application  may  have  been  read  to  Baker 
subsequently  over  the  telephone  for  oral 
authorization  to  date  and  file  would  not 
cure  the  defect.  The  Commission  has 
long  held  that: 

*  *  *  no  material  [may]  be  added  to  an 
application  once  it  hw  been,  signed  by  the 
licensee  *  •  •  unless  the  f4>pUcatlon  Is 
thereafter  redated,  rceigBed,  and  reverlfled 
WMOZ,  Inc..  36  PCC  201,  218  (1964).* 

6.  The  circumstances  presented  to  us 
also  raise  a  substantial  question  as  to 
whether  St.  Johns’  application  was  post¬ 
dated  to  make  it  appear  that  Baker’s  sig¬ 
nature  was  to  a  comc^eted  application. 
That  is.  Baker’s  testimony,  quoted  in 


*  According  to  one  of  St.  Johns’  former 
attorneys,  the  results  of  the  general  public 
and  community  leader  siirveys  were  tele¬ 
phoned,  subsequent  to  Baker’s  signature,  to  a 
paralegal  in  their  Washington  law  office,  who 
then  began  drafting  the  progranuning 
exhibit. 

•The  certification  on  Section  I,  page  2  of 
FCC  Form  301  states,  inter  alia,  “[s|lgned 
and  dated  this  2nd  ^y  of  January,  1973.’’ 
(Emphasis  added.) 

’  See  note  2  supra.  We  note  that  the 
handwritten  draft  of  the  programming  ex¬ 
hibit  dated  January  2,  which  petitioner  sub¬ 
mits,  is  a  verbatim  c(^y  of  the  exhibit  in  the 
application  dated  January  1. 

*  With  respect  to  the  programming  exhibit, 
we  note  that  Bidder  also  app€u:ently  signed 
Section  IV-B  of  the  iq>pUcaticm.  on  Janiuu^  1. 
Signing  of  Section  IV-B  “•  •  •  is  A  REP¬ 
RESENTATION  THAT  THE  PERSON  IS 
FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  CONTENTS  OF  THIS 
SECTION  AND  ASSOCIATED  EXHIBITS. 
AND  SUPPORTS  AND  APPROVES  THE 
REPRESENTATIONS  THEREIN  ON  BEHAU* 
OP  THE  APPLICANTS.” 
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paragraph  2,  supra,  suggests  his  famili¬ 
arity  with  the  entirety  of  the  e^iphcation 
at  the  time  of  signature  which,  for  the 
reasons  stated  earlier,  does  not  appear 
to  be  the  case.  Furthermore,  Baker  made 
no  effort  to  correct  this  impression  in 
his  testimony  or  to  exi^ain  how  the  ap¬ 
plication  was  actiially  completed.  More¬ 
over,  the  following  exchange,  not  cited 
by  petitioner,  appears  to  support  its  posi¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  Baker’s  candor: 

Q.  The  application  Is  signed  by  you  on 
January  2, 1973.  Is  that  correct? 

A.  Yes,  sir.* 

Finally,  the  verbatim  copies  of  St. 
Johns’  programming  exliibit  and  a  por¬ 
tion  of  its  financial  exhibit  raise  an  addi¬ 
tional  question  as  to  whether  these  or 
other  exhibits  were  backdated  to  conceal 
the  fact  that  they  were  not  prepared 
prior  to  signature.  For  these  reasons,  an 
evidentiary  inquiry  is  warranted. 

7.  Accordingly,  tf  is  ordered.  That  the 
request  for  permission  to  file  corrections 
to  third  petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed 
May  22,  1975,  by  Post-Newsweek  Sta¬ 
tions,  Florida,  Inc.  (WJXT-TV)  IS 
GRANTED;  and 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  third 
petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed  May  2, 
1975,  by  Post-Newsweek  Stations,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Inc.  (WJXT-TV)  is  granted;  and 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  to  include 
the  following  issues: 

(a)  to  determine  whether  the  application 
of  St.  Johns  Television  Company  was  prop¬ 
erly  certified  and  executed  by  a  principal 
thereof  in  ftccordance  with  PCC  require¬ 
ments; 

(b)  to  determine  whether  St.  Johns  Tele¬ 
vision  Company  attempted  to  or  did  mislead 
the  Commission  or  was  lacking  in  candor 
with  respect  to  the  preparation  and  execu¬ 
tion  of  its  application  and  the  certification 
contained  therein,  (1)  in  the  application 
Itself  and/or  (2)  in  subsequent  sworn  testi¬ 
mony  with  respect  thereto; 

(c)  to  determine  in  light  of  tJie  evidence 
adduced  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  issues 
whether  St.  Johns  Television  Company  pos¬ 
sesses  the  requisite  and/or  comparative  qual¬ 
ifications  to  be  a  Commission  Ucensee. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  under  the  issues  added  herein 
shall  be  on  Post-Newsweek  Stations, 
Florida,  Inc.,  (WJXT-TV)  and  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proof  shall  be  on  St.  Johns  Tele¬ 
vision  Company. 

Adopted:  July  17, 1975. 

Released:  July  23, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19359  PUed  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


(Do.  18262;  PCX)  76-833] 

RADIO  SERVICES 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
(Proceeding  Terminated) 

In  the  matter  of  an  inquiry  relative  to 
the  future  use  of  the  frequency  band 


*  Baker  deposition,  page  39. 


806-960  MHz;  and  amendment  of  Parts 
2, 18,  21,  73,  74,  89,  91,  and  93  cl  the  roles 
relative  to  operations  in  the  Land  Mobile 
Services  between  806  and  960  MHz  re 
clarification  of  39  F.R.  16831  and  40  FJt. 
14451. 

1.  We  have  before  us  for  consideration 
pleadings  filed  by  a  number  of  parties  to 
this  proceeding  *  seeking  reconsideration 
of  certain  orders  adopted  by  us  in  this 
rule  making.  Land  MdbUe  Radio  Service, 
Second  Report  and  Order,  Docket  No. 
18262,  46  FCC  2d  752  (1974) ,  39  FR  16831 
(May  10, 1974) ,  on  reconsideration.  Land 
Mobile  Radio  Service,  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  Docket  No.  18262,  51 
FCC  2d  938  (1975),  40  FR  14451  (March 
31,  1975).  The  issues  raised  by  these 
parties  are  all  related;  and  we  will  review 
and  dispose  of  them  together  in  this 
opiniim. 

2.  First,  Airsignal,  GTESC  and  NARS 
ask  that  we  reconsider  a  niunber  of  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  as  to  our  regula¬ 
tory  plan  for  cellular,  trunked  and  con¬ 
ventional  systems  of  communication. 
Hiey  want  these  matters  decided  in  a 
different  way;  and  advance  reasons  and 
arguments  in  support  of  the  positions 
they  take.  However,  upon  review,  we  find 
that  the  Issues  they  raise  and  the  argu¬ 
ments  they  advance  in  support  of  their 
positions  are  substantially  the  same,  if 
not  identical,  to  those  previously  raised 
and  were  disposed  of  in  our  previous 
opinions  and  orders  in  this  proceedings. 
Nevertheless,  since  some  changes  were 
made  in  our  original  decision,  we  have 
considered  these  arguments,  but  we  are 
not  persuaded  to  modify  our  orders  cm 
the  questioned  points;  and  acccH-dingly, 
we  aflarm  the  Second  Report  and  Order 
as  modified  on  prior  reconsideration  by 
the  referenced  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order  of  March,  1975. 

3.  In  addition.  General  Electric  and 
NARS  ask  that  we  clarify  our  orders  with 
respect  to  possible  licensing  of  “commu¬ 
nity  repeaters”  at  900  MHz.*  Both  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  and  NARS  feel  that  author- 
izating  of  such  “mobile  relay”  systems 


^  Petition  for  Reconsideration  and  Sug¬ 
gestion  iar  Suspension  ot  Effective  Date,  filed 
AprU  30.  1975,  by  the  National  Association  of 
Radiotelephone  Systems  (NARS);  Petition 
for  Partial  Reconsideration,  filed  April  30. 
1975,  by  GTE  Service  Corporation  (GTESC), 
and  Comments  by  Airsignal  International. 
Inc.  (Airsignal),  fiJed  April  30,  1975.  Re¬ 
sponse  to  Petition  for  Reconsideration,  filed 
May  23,  1975,  by  the  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (General  Electric).  And  addltionaUy, 
Petition  for  Clarification  Or.  Alternatively, 
for  a  Declaratory  RvUlng  and  Supplement  to 
Petition  for  Clarification,  filed  by  General 
Electric  on  May  23,  1975,  and  Jvme  23,  1976, 
respectively.  And.  lastly.  Petition  to  Refrain 
from  Granting  Licenses  Pursuant  to  Appli¬ 
cations  filed  tar  Authorixation  in  the  900 
MHz  Band  Involving  Entrepreneurial  Com¬ 
munity  Repeater  Operations,  submitted 
Jxme  19,  1975,  by  NABS,  and  the  re^onslve 
pleadings  directed  the  NARS  petition  and  to 
Genersd  Electric’s  Supplemental  Bequest  of 
June  23,  1975. 

*  “Community  repeater’’  operation  is  de¬ 
scribed  in  some  detail  in  our  notice  in  Docket 
No.  18921.  We  rely  on  that  description  and 
will  not  redefine  the  arrangement  here.  See 
Multiple  Licensing — Safety  and  Special  Radio 
Services,  Docket  No.  18921,  infra,  at  para.  8. 


under  existing  “multiple  licensing”  prac¬ 
tices  would  be  contrary  to  our  announced 
regulatory  scheme  for  "conventional” 
and  “trunked”  facilities  in  this  band, 
with  NARS  also  contending  that  “multi¬ 
ple  licensing”  would  be  in  confiict  with 
the  Court’s  stay  order  in  this  case.* 

4.  As  to  th^  matters,  we  want  no 
confusion  as  to  the  licensing  policies  to 
be  followed  at  900  MHz;  and  we  would 
not,  of  course,  take  any  action  which  we 
believed  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
referenced  mandate  of  the  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals.  Thus,  we  will  grant  the  relief  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  and  NARS  ask  to  the  extent 
of  clarifying  our  orders  in  the  areas  to 
which  these  parties  direct  our  attention. 

5.  Parenthetically,  as  to  “multiple  li¬ 
censing,”  we  would  point  out  that  the 
term  simply  denotes  the  administrative 
practice  followed  by  us  for  many  years  in 
authorizing  certain  types  of  sharing  ar¬ 
rangements  in  the  Public  Safety,  Indus¬ 
trial.  and  Land  Transportation  Radio 
Services.  Under  these  arrangements,  an 
“eligible  user”  is  issued  an  individual  li¬ 
cense  to  “time  share”  a  particular  radio 
transmitter  with  other  “eligible  users” 
(who  are  also  individually  licensed)  in 
situations  in  which  it  is  feasible  for  him 
to  do  so. 

6.  In  such  cases,  each  “user”  (eligible) 
is  the  “licensee.”  He,  thus.  Is  the  person 
upon  whom  we  confer  the  “right  to  oper¬ 
ate”  on  the  “assigned  frequency  or  fre¬ 
quencies.”  He  is  the  one  who  is  held 
responsible  to  us  for  employing  the  sys¬ 
tem  only  for  authorized  purposes.  He  may 
use  it  only  to  trananit  “permissible  com¬ 
munications;”  and  he  may  operate  the 
“RF”  device  licensed  to  him  only  in  ways 
that  are  consistent  with  the  “service” 
in  which  his  station  is  licensed. 

7.  ’The  equipment  company  involved 
in  the  arrangement*  has  no  parallel 
rights  or  privileges.  It  cannot  operate  the 
system.  It  is  not  entitled  (as  the  licen¬ 
see”  is)  to  “use”  the  “assigned”  portion 
of  the  “radio  spectrum”  for  any  purpose, 
i.e.,  the  rights  of  the  “licensee”  do  not 
extend  to  the  third-party  equipment 
company.  And,  significantly  we  think, 
shoiild  the  “hcensee”  abandon  the  “use” 
of  the  supplier’s  radio  gear,  the  “assigrned 
spectrum”  follows  the  "licensee”  and  the 
equipment  company  has  no  residual 


*  See  Order,  June  10,  1975,  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  tbe  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit,  Rational  Association  of  Regulatory 
Utility  Commissioners,  Ct  al.  v.  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission,  et  al..  Case  Nos. 
74-1585,  74-1659,  and  74-1696.  In  pertinent 
part,  the  Order  recites:  “.  .  .  that  the  FCC 
order  under  review  is  stayed  pending  appeal 
to  the  extent  that  it  authorizes  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  operation  of  radio  spectrum  space 
to  Specialized  Mobile  Radio  Systems:”  (Em¬ 
phasis  supplied.) 

*In  every  case,  whether  it  involves  an  ar¬ 
rangement  in  the  “private”  services  or  a 
common  carrier  operation,  there  must  be 
some  third  party  to  manufacture  and  supply 
and,  at  times,  to  maintain  the  physical  radio 
gear  used  in  systems  of  radiotelecommunica- 
tlon,  i.e.,  in  systems  in  which  messages  are 
transmitted  through  space  by  means  of 
radiated  energy  of  electromagnetic  waves. 
And  this  is  so  regardless  of  whether  the  gen¬ 
erator  (transmitter)  of  electromagnetic 
waves  Is  shared  or  not. 
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rights  insofar  as  its  “use”  is  concerned. 
Thus,  statutory  rights  pertaining  to  re¬ 
newal  of  licenses  do  not  apply  to  it.  Those 
dealing  with,  modification  of  licenses  are 
not  ones  that  it  can  resort  to.  Nor  do  the 
provisions  of  Section  312  of  the  Act  (rev¬ 
ocation)  afford  such  a  business  entre¬ 
preneur  procediuul  recource  of  any  kind. 
In  summary,  then,  in  the  “private”  land 
mobile  radio  services,  particularly  in  the 
environment  in  which  those  services  have 
been  constituted,  the  role  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  supplier  is  just  that,  i.e.,  a  person 
who  supplies  equipment. 

8.  While  we  have  recognized  some 
problems  with  our  “multiple  licensing” 
practices,  those  are  being  reviewed  in 
our  rule -making  proceeding  in  Docket 
No.  18921.  Multiple  Licensing — Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services.  Docket  No. 
18921,  24  PCC  2d  510  (1970),  35  F.R. 
12007  (July  25,  1970).  There  we  are 
studying  the  matter  in  the  full  light  of 
the  comments  filed  by  the  parties  to  that 
proceeding,  with  a  view  toward  possible 
strengthening  our  regulatory  procedures 
applicable  to  that  practice.  However,  we 
made  it  clear  in  that  Docket  that  we 
Intended  to  continue  the  practice  as  one 
which  is  “not  unlawful”  and  which  is 
“often  necessary  and  desirable”  in  the 
public  Interest.  Multiple  Licensing — 
Safety  and  Special  Radio  Services,  supra, 
at  p.  518.  In  these  circumstances,  we  do 
not  believe  we  should  foreclose  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  “multiple  licensing”  at  900  MHz, 
particularly  in  light  of  our  determina¬ 
tions  in  that  proceeding. 

9.  In  short,  while  there  are  some  “sim¬ 
ilarities”  between  the  sharing  arrange¬ 
ments  authorized  imder  our  licensing 
practices  for  “commimity  repeaters”  and 
those  that  are  to  apply  to  Specialized 
Mobile  Radio  Systems,  to  be  “licensed” 
imder  §  89.604(c)  of  the  new  Subpart  S,* 
we  do  not  view  them  as  substantive  like¬ 
nesses  which  require  the  conclusion 
NARS  suggests.  It  should  be  emphasized 
that  under  Section  89.604(c)  an  entre¬ 
preneur,  who  need  not  be  otherwise  eli¬ 
gible  for  licensing  as  a  user,  would  be 
assigned  (“licensed  to  use”)  a  portion 
of  the  radio  spectrum  to  provide  radio 
service  to  eligible  users.  This  is  not  the 
case  with  the  ‘community  repeater” 
arrangements  we  refer  to. 

10.  Thus,  we  lo(^ed  upon  SMRS  li¬ 
censing  as  “an  Important  additional  op¬ 
tion  for  ellgibles  in”  the  Public  Safety, 
Industrial,  and  Land  Transportation 
Radio  Services  (Land  Mobile  Service, 


•Section  89.604(c)  pertaluB  to  “eliglblUty” 
for  "licensing”  and  reeuls:  “Any  person  or 
entity  •  •  •  proposing  to  provide,  on  a  com¬ 
mercial  basis,  base  station  and  anclUary 
facilities  for  the  use  of  persons  or  entitles 
eligible  under  Part  89,  91,  or  93  of  this 
oapter.”  It  creates  a  "new”  ellglbUlty  elas- 
Blflcatlon;  permits  "operation”  of  a  "new** 
class  of  radio  station;  and  extends  our  **11- 
eenslng”  processes  to  a  "new**  type  of  ar¬ 
rangement'  created  under  and  struct\u«d 
through  our  "new**  900-MHz  allocation  and 
assignment  and  licensing  processes  and  pro¬ 
cedures  and  practices. 


Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order, 
Docket  No.  18262,  supra,  at  p.  956) ,  and 
“multiple  licensing”  was  not  specifically 
excluded.  However,  we  acknowledge  that 
the  practice  may  have  limited  sippUcatlon 
at  900  MHz.  There  we  plan  to  assign  fre¬ 
quencies  on  a  “first-in”  ‘*first-out”  basis 
and  there  will  also  be  “vertical”  loading. 
These  features  will  for  practical  reasons 
restrict  “multiple  licensing”  of  “com¬ 
munity  repeaters.”  But,  to  be  clear, 
“multiple  licensing”  is  not  barred  under 
our  new  Subpart  S  regulations;  nor  do 
we  feel  the  Court  intended  its  mandate 
to  extend  to  this  established  administra¬ 
tive  practice.  We  do  not  so  construe  the 
Court’s  order. 

11.  In  view  of  the  foregoing.  It  is 
ordered,  TTiat  the  referenced  petitions 
for  reconsideration  filed  by  the  National 
Association  of  Radiotelephone  Systems, 
GTE  Service  Corporation,  and  Alrsignal 
International,  Inc.,  on  April  30,  1975, 
ARE  DENIED. 

12.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
“Suggestion  for  Suspension  of  Effective 
Date,”  filed  April  30,  1975,  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  Radiotelephone 
Systems,  is  denied. 

13.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Petition  for  Clarification  Or,  Alterna¬ 
tively,  for  A  Declaratory  Ruling,  filed 
May  23,  1975,  by  the  General  Electric 
Company,  and  the  Petition  to  Refrain 
from  Granting  Licenses  Pursuant  to  Ap¬ 
plications  filed  for  Authorization  in  the 
900  MHz  Band  Involving  Entrepreneurial 
Community  Repeater  Operations,  filed 
June  19,  1975,  by  the  National  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Radiotelephone  Systems,  to  toe 
extent  indicated  in  the  opinion  above, 
ARE  GRANTED. 

14.  7f  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Supplement  to  Petition  for  (Clarification, 
filed  June  23.  1975,  by  toe  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  is  dismissed  as  moot. 

15.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  July  16,  1975. 

Released:  July  18, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-19356  Piled  7-24-75:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[No.  75-27] 

ABBOTT  LABORATORIES  V. 

VENEZUELAN  LINE 

Filing  of  Complaint 

July  21,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  complaint 
filed  by  Abbott  Laboratories  against 
Venezuelan  Line  was  served  July  21, 1975. 
The  complaint  alleges  that  complainant 
has  been  subjected  to  ocean  freight 
charges  In  excess  of  those  lawfully  ap¬ 
plicable,  In  violation  of  section  18(b)  (3) 
of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916. 


Hearing  in  this  matter  shall  commence 
on  or  before  January  21,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-19383  Plied  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  72-43] 

CRITERIA  FOR  ESTABLISHING  LEVEL  OF 

MILITARY  RATES  NOT  DETRIMENTAL 

TO  COMMERCE 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Hearing  on 
Remand 

The  Commission  reopened  this  docket 
on  January  31,  1975,  and  invited  inter¬ 
ested  parties  to  request  further  proceed¬ 
ings  on  issues  relevant  to  the  validity  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Order  29 — its 
rules  establishing  a  minimum  rate  floor 
for  military  cargo  (46  CFR  Part  549).* 
“Requests  for  Supplementary  Proceed¬ 
ings”  were  received  from  only  four 
parties:  United  States  Lines,  Inc.  (USD  ; 
American  President  Lines,  Ltd.  (APL) ; 
Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.  (Sea-Land) ;  and 
toe  Military  Sealift  Command  of  toe  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  (MSC).  The  fol¬ 
lowing  Issues  were  proposed  in  these  four 
Requests: 

( 1 )  Whether  toe  Commission  possesses 
jurisdiction  to  establish  a  military  cargo 
rate  floor  under  Section  18(b)  (5)  of  toe 
Shipping  Act,  1916; 

(2)  Whether  there  is  a  continuing 
need  for  General  Order  29  In  light  of 
constantly  changing  ocean  shipping 
rates; 

(3)  Whether  fully  distributed  costs  is 
an  appropriate  rate  floor  standard  for 
military  cargo  (§  549.3) ; 

(4)  Whether  interest  should  be 
treated  as  an  expense  item  in  determin¬ 
ing  fully  distributed  costs  (§  549.8(a) ) ; 

(5)  Whether  toe  use  of  an  Uniform 
Capacity  Utilization  Factor  in  determin¬ 
ing  fully  distributed  costs  unfairly  dis¬ 
criminates  against  efficient,  high  utiliza¬ 
tion  carriers  and  unreasonably  denies 
them  low  bid  opportunities  (§  549.5(b) ) ; 

(6)  Whether  operating  differential 
subsidy  should  be  excluded  from  carrier 
costs  in  determining  fully  distributed 
costs  (§  549.6(b)); 

(7)  Whether  toe  cost  experience  pe¬ 
riod  employed  In  determining  fully  dis¬ 
tributed  costs  should  be  altered  (§  549.5 
(a)); 


‘This  action  was  taken  piirsuant  to  an 
order  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit  which 
left  standing  the  Conunlsslon'e  November  28. 
1972  and  July  26,  1973  Orders  in  Docket  No. 
72-43,  but  stated: 

"•  •  •  the  case  is  remanded  to  the  Federal 
IJaritime  commission  with  directions  to  re¬ 
open  the  record  and  to  take  such  further 
relevant  evidence  In  support  of  and  opposed 
to  the  Regulation  (General  Order  29)  as  the 
parties  may  offer  and  thereafter  to  make 
such  further  findings  and  conclusions  as  the 
Commission  may  find  to  be  i4>proprlate 
•  •  Sea-Land  Service,  Ine.  v.  federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Case  No.  73-1204, 
December  19,  1974. 
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(8)  Whether  “Container  Pay  Load 
Day”  figures  should  be  eliminated  from 
General  Order  29  determinations  and  re¬ 
placed  with  a  “Per  Diem  Container  Use 
Cost”  entry  (§  549.7) ; 

(9)  Whether  the  accounting  guide¬ 
lines  of  the  Maritime  Administration’s 
General  Order  12  should  replace  those  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Order  11  in 
making  military  rate  costs  calculations 
(§  549.8) : 

(10)  Whether  there  should  be  a  fur¬ 
ther  escape  or  “exceptional  circum¬ 
stances”  clause  in  General  Oi*der  29  in 
addition  to  those  adjustments  already 
permitted  by  §  549.5. 

(11)  Whether  breakbulk  cargoes 
should  be  exempted  from  General  Order 
29’s  minimum  rate  fioor  requirements; 

(12)  Whether  General  Order  29 
should  be  expianded  to  include  a  mini¬ 
mum  rate  floor  for  civilian  as  well  as 
military  cargo. 

Most  of  these  proposals  simply  request 
amendment  or  reccH^deration  of  various 
aspects  of  the  military  rate  rules  based 
broad  policy  grounds.  ’Ihe  parties' 
conclusory  remarks  ccmtaln  little  or  no 
specific  relevant  evidence  or  argument 
concerning  unreasonable  deficiencies  in 
the  practical  api^cation  oi  the  Oommis- 
sion’s  (U'esent  regulations,  despite  our 
express  directive  that  offers  of  proof  be 
submitted  with  all  “Supplementary  Pro¬ 
ceeding”  submissions.  APL  and  USL  were 
opposed  to  holding  evidentiary  hearings 
on  any  of  their  briefly  stated  proposals 
to  amend  General  Order  29  (Items  7-11 
above) ,  but  merely  want  an  opp<Mlunity 
to  sulxnit  further  written  comments  (» 
these  topics. 

The  Comi;  of  Appeals’  Ordw  in  Sea- 
Land  Service.  Inc.,  supra,  remanded 
Docket  No.  72-43  for  the  pmpose  of  cor¬ 
recting  possiUe  deficiencies  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  prevlcHts  rule  making  proceed¬ 
ings.  If  the  entire  basis  of  Goieral  Order 
29  were  faulty,  the  Order  would  surely 
have  contained  a  specific  statement  to 
that  effect.  It  is  clear,  however,  that  the 
court  did  not  intend  for  the  Commission 
to  entertain  r^ietitious  arguments  on 
legal  or  policy  questions  it  had  heard  be¬ 
fore  or  to  conduct  further  rule  making 
on  pr(^x>sals  for  modifying  General  Or¬ 
der  29  vddch  do  not  directly  concern  the 
validity  of  its  current  provisions.  Under 
the  Commission’s  established  procedures, 
such  matters  could  have  been  raised  by 
interested  parties  at  any  time,  without 
regard  to  the  court’s  Order  of  Remand. 

With  only  three  exceptions,  the  above- 
listed  issues  are  either  policy  matters 
which  have  been  fully  argued  and  re¬ 
solved  in  previous  Docket  No.  72-43  pro¬ 
ceedings,  are  presently  before  the  Cran- 
mlssion  in  other  proceedings  (e.g.  Docket 
No.  72-85),  or  would  be  best  considered 
after  the  Commission  institutes  its  forth- 
c(^lng  standardized  cost  Information  re¬ 
porting  system.  Accordingly,  for  the  rea- 
aaoB  stated  b^w,  furtho-  investigation 
in  the  instant  docket  will  be  ordered  only 
on  Item  5— the  reascmaUeness  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  29’t  optional  Uniform  Capac¬ 
ity  Utilization  Factor  (U8UF>  in  deter¬ 
mining  an  ocean  carries  fully  distrib¬ 


uted  per  unit  costs  for  military  rate 
bidding  purposes. 

Authority  to  Adopt  General  Order  29 
(Item  1) 

Only  MSC  questions  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  to  establish  a  minimum  rate 
floor  for  military  cargo.  MSC  has  raised 
this  argument  in  other  pending  Commis- 
sl(m  dockets,  but  neglected  to  mention 
any  jurisdictional  limitations  in  Docket 
No.  72-43  until  that  proceeding  was  be¬ 
fore  the  Coiut  of  Appeals.  MSC  now  re¬ 
quests  a  hearing  to  examine,  inter  alia, 
our  Section  18(b)  (5)  authority  and 
states  “it  is  pointless  to  continue  this 
proceeding  if  the  Commission  lacks  the 
authority  to  promulgate  a  rule  like  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  29.”  We  agree  that  this  issue 
should  be  addressed  by  the  Commission, 
but  believe  it  would  be  equally  pointless 
to  conduct  an  evidentiary  hearing  to  en¬ 
tertain  further  argmnent  on  an  obvious 
point  of  law  fully  briefed  in  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.  v.  Federal  Maritime  Ck)m- 
cission,  supra.  We  now  hold  that  the 
Commission  possesses  ample  jurisdiction 
to  regulate  military  rates  by  substantive 
rules  of  future  application. 

General  Order  29  does  not  violate  due 
process  by  eliminating  the  hearing  re¬ 
quirement  of  Section  18(b)(5).  The 
minimum  rate  floor  merely  provides  sub¬ 
stantive  standards  for  resolving  military 
rate  disputes.  In  this  regard.  General 
Order  29  operates  in  the  same  manner  as 
General  Order  9  (46  CPR  523.2  et  seq.) 
in  regulating  carrier  conference  agree¬ 
ments.  General  Order  9  was  upheld  in 
Pacific  Coast  European  Conference  v. 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  376  F.2d 
785  (D.C.  Cir.  1967),  even  though  Sec¬ 
tion  15  also  requires  a  hearing  before 
final  disapproval  of  a  conference  agree¬ 
ment. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  modem 
administrative  agencies  may  promulgate 
rules  of  general  application  and  apply 
them  to  bar  those  in  noncompliance  from 
certain  actions  without  providing  indi¬ 
vidual  adjudicatory  hearings  on  the  same 
questions  addressed  by  the  rules.  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  v.  Texaco,  377 
U.S.  33  (1964) ;  National  Petroleum  Re¬ 
finers  Assn.  V.  Federal  Trade  Cwnmis- 
slon.  482  F.2d  672  (D.C.  Cir.  1973),  cert, 
den.,  415  U.S.  951  (1974) ;  California  Citi¬ 
zens  Band  Assn.  v.  United  States,  375 
F.2d  43  (9th  Cir.  1967) ;  American  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  V.  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  359 
F.2d  624  (D.C.  Cir.  1966).  Ihe  Commis¬ 
sion’s  authority  to  enact  substantive 
rules  under  Section  43  of  the  Shipping 
Act  is  essentially  equal  to  the  rule  mak¬ 
ing  powers  of  other  regulatory  agencies. 
FMC  regulations  aimed  at  preventing 
potential  rather  than  existing  Shipping 
Act  violations  have  been  upheld  on  niun- 
erous  occasions.  E.g.,  Pacific  Coast  Eu¬ 
ropean  Conference  v.  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  350  F.2d  197  (9th  Cir.  1965) , 
cert,  den.,  382  U.S.  956;  Alabama  Great 
Southern  R.  Co.  v.  FMeral  Maritime 
Ccunmlsslcm.  379  F.2d  100  (D.C.  Cir. 
1967) ;  (Xitward  Continental  North  Pa¬ 
cific  Conference  v.  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  385  F.2d  281  (D.C.  Cir. 


1967) :  New  York  Fi’eight  Forwarders  and 
Brokers  Assn.  v.  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  337  F.2d  289  (2d  C?lr.  1964) ,  cert, 
den.,  380  U.S.  910  (1965). 

Section  18(b)  (5)  authorizes  tire  Com¬ 
mission  to  disapprove  rates  which  are  so 
low  as  to  be  “detrimental  to  the  com¬ 
merce  of  the  United  States.”  The  plain 
language  of  the  statute  provides  no  basis 
for  exempting  noncommercial  military 
cargo  from  its  coverage  and  the  legisla¬ 
tive  history  does  not  even  mention  such 
a  possibility.  The  term  “commerce”  is  a  * 
broad  one  which  Includes  shipping  lines 
and  other  instrumentalities  which  facili¬ 
tate  trade  as  well  as  export  goods  them¬ 
selves,  and  low  rates  injurious  to  the 
American  shipping  industry  are  a  for¬ 
tiori  Injurious  to  the  nation’s  commerce. 
See  Seas  Shipping  Co.  v.  American  South 
African  Line.  Inc.,  1  U.S.S.B.  568,  583 
(1936) .  Both  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  and  the  mission  of  the  Military 
Sealift  Command  benefit  greatly  from  a 
healthy  United  States  merchant  marine. 

There  is  also  no  question  but  that  Con¬ 
gress  intended  Section  18(b)  (5)  to  per¬ 
mit  the  Cmnmlsslon  to  regulate  the  rates 
of  individual  ocean  carriers  as  well  as 
rates  set  by  carrier  conferences.  Again, 
the  language  of  the  statute  contains  no 
express  limitations  of  any  kind,  while  the 
le^lative  history  reveals  a  deliberate 
Intention  not  to  limit  the  FMC’s  author¬ 
ity  over  foreign  commerce  rates  to  con¬ 
ference  rates.  ’The  proscription  against 
unreasonably  low  foreign  commerce  rates 
now  foimd  in  Section  18(b)  (5)  was  orig¬ 
inally  Introduced  as  an  amendment  to 
Section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act  which  ap¬ 
plied  only  to  conference  rates  (H.R. 
4299) .  This  amendment  was  then  revised 
to  Include  individual  carrier  rates  as  well 
and  was  moved  to  Section  18(b)  on  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1961  by  a  joint  conference 
committee.  Senate  Committee  on  Com¬ 
merce,  Index  to  Legislative  History  of  the 
Steamship  0>nference/Dual  Rate  Law. 

8.  Doc.  No.  100,  87th  Cong.,  2d  Sess. 
(1962),  at  51  and  443. 

Hie  fact  that  a  minimum  rate  floor 
may  occasionally  result  in  higher  rates 
for  MSC  cargo  than  would  otherwise  be 
the  case  presents  no  legal  barrier  to  the 
ad(9tion  of  General  Order  29.  ’Ihe  gov¬ 
ernment  enjoys  no  special  status  as  a 
shipper  under  most  federal  common  car¬ 
riage  statutes,  including  the  ShliH>ing 
Act,  1916.  E.g.,  United  States  v.  A^oci- 
ated  Air  Transport,  Inc.,  275  P.2d  827, 
838  (5th  Cir.  1960) ;  cf.  American  Export 
Isbrandtsen  Lines  v.  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  380  U.S.  609,  620  (D.C.  dr. 
1967).  Whatever  author!^  Section  6  of 
the  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act  of  1933 
(46  U.S.C.  846)  might  previously  have 
provided  to  support  a  claim  to  reduced 
government  shipping  rates  vanished  with 
the  recent  r^)^  of  that  section  (P.L. 
93-487,  88  Stat.  1463,  effective  October 
26,  1974) .  Neither  does  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Procurement  Act  (10  UB.C.  2341  et 
seq.)  entitle  the  Defense  Department  to 
especially  low  rates,  for  that  Act  is  con¬ 
cerned  only  with  the  use  of  competitive 
methods  of  procurement  which  will  re¬ 
sult  in  “responsible  soxuces”  of  bidding 
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at  “reasonable  and  fair’’  prices  so  as  to 
minimize  the  military’s  long-run  costs. 
It  does  not  guarantee  MSC  short-run 
windfalls.  One  of  the  purposes  of  the  bill 
(HJl.  1366)  finally  adopted  as  the 
Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  was  to 
eliminate  the  prior  practice  of  blindly 
awarding  contracts  to  the  lowest  price 
bidder.  Sen.  Ib^rt  No.  571,  80th  Cong., 
2d  Sess.  (1947),  1948  U.S.C.C.A.,  VoL  2, 
at  1049-1050.  Oeneral  Order  29  does  not 
affect  MSC’s  bidding  methods;  It  only 
affects  the  prices  MSC  pays  In  certain 
circumstances. 

Moreover,  10  n.S.C.  2304(g)  exempts 
all  procurements  In  which  rates  are 
“fixed  by  law  or  regulation”  from  man¬ 
datory  Procurement  Act  procedures  and 
the  Comptroller  Oeneral  ha^  ruled  that 
rates  affected  by  Section  18(b)  (5)  are 
“fixed  by  law”  within  the  meaning  of 
this  section.  Op.  Comp.  Gen.  B-163964 
(October  11, 1968). 

Whatever  imcertainty  existed  concern¬ 
ing  the  Commission’s  Jurisdiction  to  set 
standards  governing  the  level  of  military 
cargo  rates  under  Section  18(b)  (5)  prior 
to  Docket  No.  72-43,  It  has  been  resolved 
by  the  Court  of  Appeals’  action  In  re¬ 
manding  the  Oeneral  Order  for  further 
administrative  consideration  after  hear¬ 
ing  MSC’s  argiunents  opposing  PMC  ju¬ 
risdiction.  If  there  were  any  substantial 
likelihood  that  jurisdiction  war.  lacking, 
the  Court’s  remand  would  be  pointless  in 
the  extreme.  Moreover,  in  a  Petition  for 
Rehearing  or  Clarification,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1974,  the  Commission  advised  the 
Court  that  it  interpreted  the  remand  or¬ 
der  as  affirming  the  Commission’s  au¬ 
thority  to  adopt  a  mlnimiun  military  rate 
floor  and  requested  giildance  If  this  con¬ 
clusion  were  deemed  erroneous.  This  pe¬ 
tition  was  denied  without  comment,  a 
factor  which  Indicates  judicial  affirm¬ 
ance  of  the  Commission’s  interpretation.' 

The  Continuing  Need  for  General 
Order  29  (Items  2  and  11) 

MSC  also  requests  a  hearing  on 
whether  Improved  economic  conditions  in 
the  shipping  Industry  have  lessened  the 
need  for  a  military  rate  floor  and  APL 
would  have  the  Commission  consider  ex¬ 
empting  breakbulk  cargo  from  Oeneral 
Order  29.  Both  proposals  do  not  depend 
upon  questions  of  fact,  they  are  actually 
requests  for  policy  changes  and  are  be¬ 
yond  the  scope  of  the  Court’s  remand. 
MSC  in  particular  has  failed  to  recognize 
that  General  Order  29’s  rate  floor  is  not 
and  need  not  be  based  upon  a  finding 
that  American  flag  carriers  are  actually 
losing  money  In  a  particular  military 
trade  or  on  a  particular  type  of  military 


■In  similar  circumstances,  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  has  stated : 

“•  •  •  where  an  administrative  agency  ex¬ 
presses  in  a  petition  for  clariflcation  a  good 
faith  interpretation  of  an  opinion  remanding 
a  proceeding  to  it  for  further  consideration, 
a  court's  decision  not  to  clarify  the  opinion 
should  be  relevant  to  a  later  court’s  review 
of  the  agency’s  compliance  with  the  remand¬ 
ing  opinion.”  Air  Line  Pilot’s  Assn.  Inti.  v. 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  494  P.3d  1118,  1138, 
n.  42  (1974). 


cargo.  The  rule  rests  upon  a  far  broader 
factual  premise. 

The  Sealift  Procurement  and  National 
Security  Study  (SPANS)  and  the  basic 
principles  of  economics  fully  document 
the  one  necessary  condition  for  a  mili¬ 
tary  rate  floor — MSC’s  competitive  pro¬ 
cedures  can  force  carriers  into  noncom¬ 
pensatory  rates  during  periods  of  over¬ 
tonnage.  Rates  below  fully  distributed 
costs  may  not  occur  at  aU  times  or  in  all 
trades,  but  they  have  consistently  ap¬ 
peared  whenever  carriers  with  excess  ca¬ 
pacity  and  high  fixed  costs  bid  compet¬ 
itively  for  MSC’s  large  cargoes.  ’The 
harmful  effect  of  such  cut-throat  com¬ 
petition  among  American  flag  carriers  Is 
the  evil  against  which  Oeneral  Order  29 
Is  Intended  to  guard.  The  cyclical  nature 
of  the  ocean  shipping  Industry  Is  the 
primary  cause  of  this  evil  and  a  factual 
inquiry  into  the  present  profitability  of 
various  MSC  trade  routes  would  serve 
no  purpose.  When  space  is  limited,  car¬ 
riers  are  apt  to  bid  above  fully  distribut¬ 
ed  costs  and  a  temporary  elimination  of 
the  rate  floor  woxUd  not  benefit  MSC. 
Similarly,  a  tendency  for  rates  to  be 
higher  in  military  breakbulk  trades 
would  not  justify  amending  the  rules  to 
exempt  breakbulk  cargo.  Regardless  of 
temporary  profit  and  loss  figures,  the 
fact  remains  that  losses  sustained  in  car¬ 
rying  military  cargo  produce  pressures 
likely  to  reduce  the  capacity  of  the 
American  flag  fleet  or  raise  commercial 
shipping  rates  or  both.  An  evidentiary 
hearing  to  determine  the  exact  economic 
Interplay  of  various  rates  floors  in  a  va¬ 
riety  of  business  climates  is  not  a  prereq¬ 
uisite  to  the  adoption  of  prophylactic 
rules  Intended  only  to  prevent  undue  in¬ 
come  reductions  dming  “bad  times.” 

’The  Effect  of  CIRS  on  General  Order 
29  (Items  7,  8, 9,  and  10) 

One  of  the  SPANS  study’s  recommen¬ 
dations  was  for  the  Commission  and  the 
Maritime  Administration  to  develop  a 
standardized  cost  information  reporting 
system  (CIRS)  which  would  use  auto¬ 
mated  equipment  to  process  the  complex 
cost  accounting  information  and  other 
statistical  data  submitted  by  reporting 
carriers.  Among  other  advant^es,  a 
CIRS  would  facilitate  PMC  review  of  in¬ 
formation  Involved  in  determining 
whether  military  cargo  bids  meet  fully 
distributed  costs.  A  consulting  firm  has 
already'  designed  a  basic  accounting  sys¬ 
tem  and  data  processing  plan  for  use  by 
Marad  and  the  Commission.  The  next 
step  calls  for  the  preparation  and  pub¬ 
lication  of  suitable  notices  of  proposed 
rule  making,  a  task  which  should  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  end  of  the  year.  ’The  adop¬ 
tion  of  CIRS  will  require  significant 
modifications  in  both  the  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministration’s  Oeneral  Order  12  and  the 
Commission’s  Oeneral  Order  29,  partic¬ 
ularly  in  regard  to  cost  allocations.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  our  further  Inqulnr  In  Docket 
No.  72-43  will  not  Include  an  examina¬ 
tion  of  detailed  accounting  matters  likely 
to  be  affected  by  the  soon  to  be  proposed 
standardized  cost  reporting  system — 
especially  since  the  parties  have  pre¬ 


sented  nothing  to  Indicate  how  the  pro¬ 
posed  accounting  Issues  are  related  to  the 
lawfulness  of  Oeneral  Order  29  as  it  now 
exists.. 

Remaining  Mattebs  (Items  3,  4,  6,  7,  8, 

9,  10  AND  12) 

MSC  has  seized  upon  the  Commission's 
January  31st  Order  on  Remand  to  raise 
several  questions  that  were  argued  and 
then  reargued  on  reconsideration  In  ear¬ 
lier  Docket  No.  72-43  proceedings  (Items 
2,  4,  6,  and  12).  APL  has  deemed  It  ap¬ 
propriate  to  present  us  with  Bome  of  the 
specific  issues  that  are  pending  decision 
in  FMC  Docket  No.  72-65  following  an 
evidentiary  hearing  Into  certain  APL 
military  rates  (Items  7,  8,  9,  and  10). 
None  of  these  Issues  are  within  the  scope 
of  the  present  imiceedlng.  As  noted 
above,  we  do  not  Interpret  the  Court  of 
Appeals’  Order  as  mandating  a  whole¬ 
sale  reopening  of  Oeneral  Order  29,  but 
as  only  requiring  further  examination  of 
those  maters  which  may  not  have  re¬ 
ceived  legally  adequate  consideration  in 
1972  and  1973.  Based  upon  the  comments 
received  in  response  to  our  January  31st 
order,  the  only  Issue  within  this  cate¬ 
gory  is  the  issue  concerning  UC7UP  (Item 
5). 

UCUP  (Item  5) 

Sea-Land  asserts  the  use  of  even  an 
“optional”  UCTDP  in  calculating  fully  dis¬ 
tributed  costs  unreasonably  distorts  cost 
figures  to  the  point  that  inefficient,  low 
utilization  carriers  are  transformed  Into 
low  cost  carriers  for  military  bid  pur¬ 
poses.  In  order  to  prove  this  claim  Sea- 
Land  will  require  access  to  certain  types 
of  actual  experience  cost  data  from  the 
various  American  flag  carriers  bidding 
on  military  cargo  for  the  two  MSC  RFP 
900  bidding  cycles,  as  well  as  testimony 
from  the  Commis^on’s  staff  concerning 
the  procedures  followed  in  calculating 
UC7UP  figures  for  MSC  trade  routes.  The 
information  sought  by  Sea-Land  against 
parties  and  nonparties  alike  is  apt  to  be 
both  detailed  and  controversial.  It  is  evi¬ 
dence  which  can  best  be  developed  in  a 
full  hearing  before  a  qualified  adminis¬ 
trative  oflBcer  who  will  initially  determine 
the  exact  nature  and  extent  of  discovery 
necessary  and  appropriate  ipder  the  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

’Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  reopened 
Docket  No.  72-43  be  assigned  for  public 
hearing  before  an  appointee  of  the 
Commission’s  Chief  Administrative  Law 
Judge  and  that  the  hearing  be  held  at  a 
date  and  place  to  be  determined  by  the 
presiding  officer,  but  shall,  in  any  event, 
commence  not  later  than  January  21, 
1976; 

It  is  furtlver  ordered,  Ihat  the  issue  to 
be  resolved  be  limited  to  whether  the 
Uniform  Capacity  Utilization  Factor 
specified  in  Seetkm  549.5(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  should  be  amended  or 
reveled  as  an  arbitrary,  unreasonable 
and  'discriminatory  devloe  for  allocating 
per  unit  cost  for  military  cargo  bidding 
purposes; 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  burden 
of  proceeding  with  the  evidence  shall 
be  upon  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Sea-Land 
Service.  Inc.,  the  Military  Sealift  Com¬ 
mand  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 
American  President  Lines,  Ltd..  United 
States  Lines,  Inc.,  and  the  Commission’s 
Bureau  of  Hearing  Counsel  shall  be  par¬ 
ties  to  this  further  proceeding,  and  that 
other  American  flag  carriers  participat¬ 
ing  in  either  of  MSC’s  RFP  900  bidding 
cycles  be  permitted  to  Intervene  upon 
filing  written  noUce  with  the  presiding 
officer  not  later  than  sixty  (60)  days  from 
the  date  of  this  Order; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  forthwith  cause  this  Order  to  be 
published  in  the  Feoekal  Register  and 
also  serve  copies  on  all  of  the  parties  and 
potential  parties  Indicated  above. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Frahcxs  C.  Hurnet,  ^ 

Secretary. 

(FR  I>oc.7S-19384  Piled  7-24-76;8:46  am] 


CERTIFICATES  OF  HNANCIAL 
RESPONSIBILITY  (OIL  POLLUTION) 

Certificates  Issued 


Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  vessel  owners  and/or  operators 
have  established  evidence  of  flnancial  re¬ 
sponsibility,  with  respect  to  the  vessels 
indicated,  as  required  by  Section  311  (p) 
(1)  of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Act.  and  have  been  issued  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  Certiflcates  of 
Financial  Responsibility  (Oil  PoUution) 
pursuant  to  46  CFR  Part  542. 


Certificate 

No. 

01113... 


013S3 _ 

01638 _ 

01663 _ 

01305... 


01821 — 


01382... 

01854... 


01861 _ 

01910 _ 

01936... 


02088 - 

08188 - 

02248 _ 

02198... 

02368... 


Owner ! operator  and  vessels 

A/S  J.  Ludwig  Mowlnckels  Bederi: 

Yisiga. 

Aktlesetaicapet  Havtor:  Havfru. 

Henry  Nielsen  OY/AB:  Nan  Fung. 

Nolarma-Noleggl  St  Armamento 
BJ4.C.:  OUHa  PatrUsia. 

Sulsee-AtSantlque  Soclete  IVArme- 
ment  Maritime  8. A.:  Diavolezza. 
Romamdie. 

ScotSieh  Tanker  Ck>.  Ltd.:  King 
Richard. 

Aruba  Tankers  Corporation: 
World  Dignity. 

Southscn  Tewing  Oo.:  STC-2521B, 
Memphis,  STC-2002,  STC-250e, 
STCsser,  stc-20oi.  STC-3022, 
STO-S923,  STC-1524B,  STC- 

S525B,  STC-1S26B. 

BP  Tanker  Company  Limited: 
British  Resource. 

Deutsche  DampscblffahrtsgeseU- 
schaft  “Bansa”:  Goldenfels. 

Partaersblp  Between  Steamship 
Company  Srendborg  Ltd.  and 
Steamship  Company  of  1912 
Ltd.:  ASbert  Maersk,  Adrian 
Maersk,  Arnold  Maersk. 

Polskle  Unle  Ooeanlczne:  Ludwtk 
Solskl. 

Ore  Shipping  Corporation:  Bum- 
side.  Oonsdco. 

Bltw  Star  iJne  Ltd.:  Andalucia 
Star. 

Peninsular  St  Oriental  Steam  Navi¬ 
gation  Oompany:  Ardmay,  Ard- 

•edetlet  Otto  Danieisen:  ireMr 
DwmMsen. 


Certifloate 


Certificate 


No. 

Owner/ operation  and  vessels 

No. 

0M18 _ 

Doro-Schlffahrtsgesellschaft  MBH 

8t  Co.  KO:  Rondo. 

05365... 

03442... 

Angfartygs  Aktlebolaget  Alfa: 
Hugo. 

02450 _ 

BederlakUebolaget  Hildegaard: 

05459... 

Primero. 

05470... 

02468 _ 

The  China  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.: 

Poyang. 

05537... 

02583... 

Pacific  Inland  Navigation  Ck>., 

Inc.:  Pac  270. 

05577... 

02586... 

Marlin  DrUllng  Co.,  Ino.:  Marlin 

No.  8. 

06678... 

62610... 

Peter  Ikfiile  Sehlffahrts-KQ:  Cap 

06879 _ 

Serrat.  Cape  Freels. 

05581... 

02860... 

Partenreederel  Ms  Inge  Kruger 

Korreqwndentreeder  Hans  Kru¬ 
ger  GmbH:  Cap  Doukate. 

06706... 

02734... 

Italia  Socleta  per  Azlonl  dl  Navl- 
gazlone:  Italica. 

06762... 

02949... 

Valley  Towing  Service  Inc.:  F.  P. 
Thomas.  V-836,  V-889.  V-SSS, 
V-887. 

06792... 

02975... 

Venture  Shipping  (Managers) 

06068... 

Limited:  Taiko  Venture. 

06168... 

02977... 

J.  Ray  McDermott  8c  Co.,  Inc.:  Mc¬ 
Dermott  Derrick  Barge  No.  28. 

02982... 

The  Shipping  Corporation  of  India 

06296 _ 

Ltd.:  Satyamurti,  Samrat  Ashok. 

06632... 

03432 _ 

Hlnode  Klsen  K.  K.:  Katori  Maru. 

03438... 

Inul  Klsen  Kabushlkl  Kalsha:  Ao- 
sario  Maru. 

06856... 

03441... 

Japan  Line  K.  K.:  Taisho  Maru. 

06876... 

03446 _ 

Kawasaki  Klnkal  Klsen  K.  K.: 

Ashiya  Maru,  Sansei  Maru. 

06995... 

03482 _ 

Ryutsu  Kalim  K.  K.:  Ryuho  Maru. 

03483... 

Sankyo  Kalun  Kabiishlkl  Kalsha: 
Kyokai  Mam. 

03484... 

Sanko  Klsen  K.  K.:  Barbara  T. 

07126... 

Shaheen. 

07607... 

03503... 

Shofuku  Klsen  W.  K.:  Sumida 

Mam. 

07822... 

03600... 

Bahamas  Line  S.A.:  Regina  Ex¬ 
press. 

07843... 

03632 _ 

A/S  Turld:  Cupid. 

07965 _ 

03690... 

The  Harbor  Tug  8c  Barge  Co.:  For¬ 

taleza,  Jacksonville. 

08174... 

03837... 

N.M.  Paterson  8t  Sons  Limited: 

Ontadoc. 

08377... 

03879... 

Zapata  Hajmie  Corp.:  Gussie  J. 

Flynn.  Mississippi  Sound. 

08388... 

04002... 

Oompagnle  des  Meesagerles  Marl- 
times:  Licome  Pacifique. 

04004.— 

Konlnklljke  Java  -  China  -  Paket- 

08414... 

vaart  Ll)nen  N.V.:  Jupiter  Moon. 
Jupiter  Sun. 

08564... 

04041... 

Companla  Peruana  de  Vapm'es: 
Amasofuu. 

08559 _ 

04087 _ 

Meiichem  Co.:  Ett  121. 

08680... 

04178... 

Canada  Steamship  Lines  Limited: 

French  River. 

08825... 

04228... 

Compagnle  Maritime  Beige  (Lloyd 

Royal)  S.A:  Mineral  Gent,  Min¬ 
eral  Seraing. 

08826... 

04276... 

Rlvtow  Straits  Limited:  Rivtow 

08981... 

NO.  107,  Albemi  Carrier. 

09074... 

04308... 

Toxon  Navigation  Co.,  8. A.:  Toxon. 

04356... 

Pacific  Far  Bast  line,  Ino.:  New 

09147... 

Zealand  Bear. 

09244... 

04433... 

Allied  Chemical  Corp.:  AC-4.  AC- 

12. 

09266... 

04553 _ 

Hokoku  Sulsan  Kabushlkl  Kalsha: 
Takachiho  Mam. 

04558... 

Nihon  Hogel  K.  BL:  Ryusho  Mam 

09295... 

No.  18. 

09436... 

04601 _ 

American  Tuna  Boat  Association: 

Maria  C.  J. 

09610 _ 

04626... 

American  Commercial  Lines,  Ine.: 

09641 _ 

Harry  M.  Mack. 

09569 _ 

04770... 

Tbzaoo  Panama  Inc.:  Texaco 

Japan. 

09724 _ 

04809 _ 

'miUamson  Towing  Company  Inc.: 

Bobby  J. 

09768 — 

048T8 _ 

Tj>ia.n<i  Bowman:  Ever-Ready  100. 

09771... 

06040... 

General  Construction  Co.: 
MaOiOod. 

Owner/operation  and  vessels 

Hokko  Ealxm  Kabushlkl  Kalsha: 
Seiyo  Maru  No.  7,  Wakashio 
Mam  No.  27,  Wakashio  Maru  No. 
32. 

Nepttmla  Inc.:  Neptunia. 

Charter  lYansport  Line,  Inc.: 
Wmt  Indies  OU  No.  1,  Winoo. 

Empresa  Navegaclon  Mamblsa: 
Presidente  Allende. 

Far  Eastern  Shipping  Co. :  30-Letie 
Pobedy. 

Baltic  Shipping  Co.:  Primorsk. 

Black  Sea  Shipping  Co.:  Port  Said. 

Latvian  Shipping  Co.:  Fedor  Bre¬ 
dikhin.  Vasiliy  Stmve. 

Chowgule  Steamships  Ltd.: 
Martha  Blegance. 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New 
York,  Inc.:  F.  J.  Hafner,  Sr. 

Korea  Wonyang  Fisheries  Co.  Ltd. : 
Kwang  Myong  153,  Kvoang 
Myong  155. 

Ikon  Corp. :  Ikon. 

Harvey  Industries,  Inc.:  Harvey 
III,  Kathy  L.  Spud  Barge  Ayers 
208. 

Otilu  Oeakeyhtlo:  Koiteli,  Tuira. 

Eliz  Navigation  Corp.  SA.:  Anti¬ 
gone  B. 

Taboga  Enterprises  Inc.:  Providen- 
cia. 

Cia  Agropecuarla  y  Maritima 
Santa  Boss  Ltda:  Darien. 

Novoroesllsk  Shipping  Co.:  Oroz- 
nyi.  Marshal  Budyonnyy,  May¬ 
kop,  Lyubertsy,  Moris  Torez, 
Moris  Torez. 

Bamses  Shipping  A/S:  Storna. 

Takebayashl  Klsea  Co.,  Ltd.:  Kel- 
yoh  Maru.  White  Peony. 

Stellar  Marine  Ltd.:  Selinis. 

Northland  Marine  Lines,  Inc.:  AB 
204,  OAH 195,  ZB  300. 

Sadao  Miyamoto:  Seisho  Maru  No. 
28. 

Sanyo  Senpaku  Shojl  Kabushlkl 
Kalsha:  Daisen  Maru  No.  18. 

Trl-Ocean  Shipping  Corp.  Ltd.: 
Honshu  Gloria. 

Hephestos  Technical  ‘  Maritime 
Enterprises  Co.  Ltd.  SA.:  Gio- 
vanna. 

I.FH.  Services  Limited:  Iris  Queen. 

Almlrante  Navigation  Corp.  Inc.: 
Pygmalion  Jupiter. 

Pescapuerta,  8A.:  Pescapuerta 
Tercero. 

Krethan  Shipping  Co.  S.A. 
Panama:  Sagittarius. 

Dicmuu'a  Shipping  Corp.:  Dimitris 
Transoceanic. 

Herald  Navigation  Corp.:  Lena 
Transoceanic. 

lean  Ships  Ltd.:  Incan  St.  Laurent. 

Zulto  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Elbe 
Mam. 

Angelina  Towing  Corp.:  LSC  40. 

System  Fuels,  Inc.:  Melissa  L.  SFI 
33.  SFI  34. 

Atlantic  Consolidated  Foods 
Limited:  Claire.  Elizabeth,  Lind¬ 
sey.  Olga.  Dorothy. 

Bentsen  Line  A/S:  Anett  Bentsen. 

Daerlm  Fishery  Co.  Ltd.:  Daejin 
No.  8. 

Paducah  Dleeel  Service  Inc.:  B5. 

Eastern  Carriers  Ine.:  584. 

AuzUlar  de  Transportes  MarlUmos, 
SA.:  MUanoe. 

Kagaya  Matsuel:  Wakashio  Maru 
No.  28. 

Atlas  Maritime  Co.  S.A.:  Al  Hara- 
matn. 

Tae  Chang  Fisheries  Cou  Ltd.: 
Partera  No.  28. 
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Certificate 

No.  Owner /operation  and  vessels 

09786—  San  Diego  Transportation  Oo.; 
40*.  409,  410, 411,  414.  41*. 

09792 _  United  Fair  Agencies  Ltd.:  Orand 

Zodiac,  Emerald  City. 

09797—  Bohcd  Shipping,  BA.:  Cagayan. 

09843 _  Valsea  Maritime  Ltd.:  Volnuu. 

09884-..  Saint  Shipping  Lines,  Inc.:  Saint 
Enitca. 

09903 _  Dae  Wang  Fisheries  Oo.  Ltd.:  Dae 

Wang  No.  21. 

09908...  Freight  Chartering  Co.  Ltd.:  ISA, 
Thelma. 

09913 _  Navleros  del  Oolfo,  S.A.:  Tulum. 

09946 _  Pan  Oriental  Lines  Corp.,  Pem- 

ama:  Spruce. 

09948—  Laurel  Shipping  and  Trading 
Corp.:  Sun  Clipper. 

09972...  Panhandle  Towing  Co.,  Inc.:  GT 
119.  GT  118.  Mary  120. 

09982 _  Manson-Edwards;  Viking. 

09990—  Alaska  Aggregate  Corp.  d/h/a  Pa¬ 
cific  Western  Lines:  Kevalaska, 
Tyonek. 

09997—  Roblnla  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Sunny 
Pioneer. 

10062.. .  Eastern  Marine  Equipment  Inc.: 

563. 

10101—  Bederlet  for  T/T  “Sea  Stratus”: 
Sea  Stratus. 

10102 _  Good  Carrier  Shipping  Co.  S.A.: 

Good  Carrier. 

10107 _  Scheepvaart  en  Handel  Maatschap- 

plj  ^eaanhandel  B.V.:  Arnhem. 

10114 _  John  8.  Latsis  (London)  Ltd.:  Pe- 

troship  B. 

10121 _  Amoco  Production  Co.:  MS-18. 

10133.. .  Sermlde  S.P.A.:  Giovanni  Queiro- 

lo. 

10135.. .  Great  Ocean  Shipping  Corp.:  Lone 

Star. 

10141 _  A.  P.  Harmstorf  &  Co.  Ombh: 

Reefer  Carrier,  Reefer  Trader, 
Reefer  Merchant. 

10144 _  Shipping  Company  Scherpen- 

drecht  NV:  Scherpendrecht. 

10162 _  Pancosta  Shipping  Co.  (Costa 

Blca)  S.A.:  Petra. 

10157  _  Pltrla  Rainbow  Navigation  Co., 

Inc.:  Pitria  Rainbow. 

10158  _  Pltrla  Galaxy  Navigation  Co.  Inc.: 

Pitria  Galaxy. 

10165---  Georgia  Pacific  Corp.:  GP  801,  GP 
802. 

10176 _  Navlpac  S.A.:  Don  Ernesto. 

10180  _  Petrou  Fisheries,  Inc.:  Captain 

Gibby,  Jonathan  Quinn,  Mary 
Judith,  Mary  Virginia,  Sigmund 
Schoenbcrger,  Wally  C.  Quinn. 

10181  _  Index  Maritime  Corp.:  Carlova. 

10184  _  Hero  Marine  Lines  S.A.:  Agapi. 

10185  Demllne  Navigation  Limited: 

Josephine. 

10191 _  Ocean  Glory  Shipping  Co.,  SA.: 

Atlantic  Rainbow. 

10196  _  Knappen  Molasses  Co.,  Division  of 

Pacific  Molasses  Co.:  Riverside 
2,  Riverside  3,  Riverside  4. 

10197  Lychee  Shipping  Pte.  Ltd.: 

Turicum. 

10200  _  Universal  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.: 

Euroasia  Monarch. 

10201  _  Star  Line  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.; 

Caribbean  Tamanaco. 

10202  _  Microwave  Equipment  Co.,  Inc.: 

Orange  County  Express. 

10203.. .  Morskl  Instytut  Rybackl :  Wieczno. 

10205  _  Taiyuan  Shipping  Inc.:  Taiyuan. 

10206  Roman  Shipping  Ltd.:  Roman 

Edythe. 

10208 _  Miaoulls  Shipping  Enterprises 

SA.;  Aegis  Dynamic. 

10210 _  Neptunea  Astro  Oceanlco  S.A.: 

Michael  C. 

10212  _  PlatanuB  Shipping  Lines  S.A.: 

Panama;  Platanus. 

10213  Val  Maritime  Limited:  Cretan 

Palm. 


Oartifleate 

No,  Owner/operation  aasd  vessels 

10214 _ -  Arco  Iris  NaTleni  SA.:  Btrao. 

10316 _  Fountain  Shipping  Oo.  Ltd.  SA.: 

Pountain  Aaolea,  Glory  Venture. 

10217.. .  Partenreederel  M.V.  Use  Buas: 

Use  Russ. 

10318.. .  Cattteya  Fleet  Holdings  Corp.: 

Natbay. 

10221.. .  K/S  Benargus  A/S  &  Co.:  Nopal 

Argus,  Nopal  Verde. 

10232  _  Garhls  Maritime  Corp.:  Garbis. 

10233  _  Baldbutte  Shipping  Oo.:  Boid- 

butte. 

10227.. .  Professional  Navigation  Corp.: 

Silvana. 

10228.. .  Eastern  Oceans  Transport  Inc.: 

Winona. 

10230  _  Island  Tankers  Corp.:  Shirley. 

10231  _  Persa  Maritime  Co.  SA.:  Persa. 

10232  _  Antilles  Navigation  SA.:  Sea 

Chemist. 

10233  _  Nordan  Chemical  Tankers  I/S; 

Stainless  Supplier. 

10334 _  A^a  Maritime  Co.  8.A.:  Aspa. 

10236 _  Samelet  B.V.  984:  Arnica. 

10238 _  Arrow  Shipping  Corp.:  Color  Bow. 

10241  _  Petrola  Engineering  International 

S.A.:  Petrola  XXIX. 

10242  _  Industrial  Tanker  Corp.;  Indus¬ 

trial  Prosperity. 

10243  _  Jeanne  Lou,  Inc.:  Jeanne  Lou. 

10245 _  Ogden  Shannon  Transport,  Inc.: 

Ogden  Shannon. 

10249.. .  Llndlnger  Agro  Co.  A/S:  Ano 

Lindinger. 

10250 _  Discovery  Cruises  K/S  by  Discov¬ 

ery  Cruises  A/S:  World  Discov¬ 
erer. 

10255  _  Golden  Sun  Shipping  Co.  S.A.: 

Kow  On. 

10256  _  Rococo  Maritime  Co.  S.A,:  Bertha 

Star. 

By  the  Commission. 

F*rancis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.76-19385  FUed  7-24-75;8:46  am) 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  E-7775,  E-9101.  and  E-95181 

APPALACHIAN  POWER  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Rling  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Changes  in  Terms  and  Condi¬ 
tions,  Denying  Request  for  Elimination 
of  Refund  Condition,  Denying  Waiver, 
Consolidating  Dockets,  Granting  Petition 
To  Intervene,  and  Denying  Motion  To 
Reject 

July  18, 1975. 

On  June  23,  1975,  Appalachian  Power 
Company  (APCO)  filed  in  the  above  cap¬ 
tioned  dockets  a  cost  of  service  study,  an 
unsigned  service  agreement,  prepared 
testimony,  and  a  request  that  certain 
rates  currently  In  effect  subject  to  re¬ 
fund  be  permitted  to  become  effective 
without  any  refund  obligation.  The  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  these  dockets  are  related  in 
a  complex  manner,  as  described  below. 
For  the  reasons  hereinafter  stated,  we 
shall  accept  the  revised  service  agree¬ 
ment  for  filing  and  suspend  the  use 
thereof  for  one  day,  when  it  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  subject  to  re¬ 
fund,  pending  hearing  and  decision  as 
to  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  terms 
and  conditions  in  the  service  agreement. 
We  shall  also  deny  APCO’s  request  that 
the  rates  be  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  without  refund  obligation. 


Notice  of  the  Instant  filing  was  Issued 
July  9,  1975,  with  comments,  protests, 
and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or 
before  July  16,  1975.  The  Virginia  Poly¬ 
technic  institute  and  State  Uidversity 
(VPI)  filed  a  timely  protest,  motion  to 
reject,  and  petition  to  intervene. 

Because  of  the  complex  relationship 
of  these  proceedings,  a  brief  procedural 
history  is  necessary.  On  September  21, 
1972,  APCO  filed  a  general  wholesale 
rate  increase  in  Docket  No.  E-7775.  As 
to  certain  custmners,  including  VPI,  we 
found  that  the  Increase  was  barred  by 
the  doctrine  of  the  Mobile  and  Sierra 
cases.^  We  instituted  an  investigation 
under  Section  206  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  into  the  rates  being  charged  those 
customers  with  a  contractufd  bar  to  a 
rate  Increase  to  determine  if  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  the  Sierra  case  could  be  met.  By 
order  issued  June  9, 1975,  we  adopted  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge’s 
Initial  Decision  dismissing  the  Section 
206  investigation. 

APCO’s  fixed  rate  contract  for  service 
to  VPI  expired  by  its  own  terms  on  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1974.  On  November  8, 1974,  APCO 
filed  a  proposed  Service  A^eemefit  for 
service  to  VPI  which  provided,  inter  alia, 
that  VPI  would  be  served  imder  Rate 
Schedule  WS.  We  accepted  that  filing 
and  suspended  its  use  for  one  day  and 
permitted  the  rates,  charges,  terms  and 
conditions  to  becmne  effective,  subject  to 
refund.*  We  instituted  an  Investigation 
into  the  lawfulness  of  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  service  agreement.  ’The 
hearing  in  that  proceeding  is  currently 
scheduled  for  September  4,  1975.  APCO 
states  that  the  Revised  Service  Agree¬ 
ment  filed  June  23,  1975  is  Intended  to 
replace  the  service  agreement  filed  on 
November  8,  1974.  Since  we  herein  ac¬ 
cept  the  revised  Service  Agreement  for 
filing  and  suspend  its  use  for  one  day  we 
believe  that  the  parties  should  address 
the  merits  of  the  revised  Service  Agree¬ 
ment  rather  than  the  Agreement  filed  on 
November  8, 1974,  in  that  hearing. 

APCO  requests  that  the  refund  obliga¬ 
tion  imposed  on  the  rates  for  service  to 
VPI  be  eliminated.  By  our  order  of  De¬ 
cember  6,  1974  in  Docket  No.  E-9101,  we 
consolidated  the  rate  issues  for  service  to 
VPI  with  the  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
E-7775.  Since  that  proceeding  is  cur¬ 
rently  pending,  with  the  hearing  sched¬ 
uled  to  commence  October  20,  1975,  and 
the  rates  are  in  effect  subject  to  refund, 
summary  judgment  as  to  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  rates  for  service  to 
VPI  is  not  appropriate.  Instead,  the  con¬ 
solidated  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  E- 
7775  and  E-9101  provide  the  appropriate 
forum  for  testing  the  justness  and  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  the  rates  to  VPI  in  the 
context  of  an  evidentiary  hearing  rather 
than  on  the  imtested  data  and  request 
by  APCO.  Accordingly,  we  shall  deny 
APCO’s  request  that  the  refund  obllga- 

*  F/P.C.  V.  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company, 
350  US.  348  (1956);  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company  v.  Mobile  Gas  Corporation,  350 
U  S.  332  (1956). 

•  Appalachian  Power  Company,  Docket  No. 
E-9101,  Issued  December  6,  1974. 
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tion  be  tensteated  on  a  prospective 
basis. 

APOO  requests  waiver  of  the  noUoe 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  Com* 
mission's  Regulations  to  permit  the  rates 
in  Rate  Schedule  WS  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  without  refund  on  July  1, 1975.  Since 
we  herein  deny  the  request  to  eliminate 
the  refund  obligation,  we  shall  also  deny 
waiver.  By  implication,  APCX>  also  re¬ 
quests  that  the  Service  Agreement  be 
permitted  to  become  effective  on  July  1, 
1975.  However,  APCX)  does  not  demon¬ 
strate  good  cause  to  grant  such  waiver. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  treat  the  filing  as 
if  it  conformed  with  the  thirty  day  notice 
requiraneivt  of  the  Act  and  APCO  had 
requested  an  effective  date  of  July  23, 
1975.  We  shall  suspend  the  effectiveness 
of  the  Service  Agi^ment  until  July  24, 

1975,  when  it  will  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  subject  to  r^imd.  We  shall  con¬ 
solidate  that  part  of  the  filing  in  Docket 
No.  Ei-9518,  the  Jime  23  filing,  with  the 
proceedings  in  Do^et  No.  £^-9101  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  contract  terms  and  conditions 
for  service  to  APOO. 

We  believe  we  have  satisfied  all  mat¬ 
ters  in  VPI’s  protest  and  motion  to  reject 
with  one  exception.  VPI  requests  that  we 
require  APCO  to  file  a  fud  clause  con¬ 
forming  to  the  requirements  of  Order  No. 
517.*  VPI’s  arguments  in  support  of  this 
request  are  in  error.  APCO’s  fuel  clause 
for  service  to  VPI  is  that  contained  in 
Rate  Schedule  WS  filed  on  November  8, 
1974.  The  June  23,  1975  filing  in  this 
docket  was  not  a  change  iil  Rate  Sched.- 
ule  WS  or  the  fuel  clause  in  that  Rate 
Schedule.  Rather,  it  was,  among  other 
things,  a  request  for  elimination  of  the 
refimd  obligation  as  to  those  rates  based 
on  the  cost  of  service  support  filed  on 
June  23,  1975.  We  deny  such  summary 
treatment  herein.  However,  APCO  is  not, 
under  the  terms  of  Order  No.  517,  re¬ 
quired  to  conform  its  fuel  clause  to  our 
current  regulaticms,  until  January  1, 

1976.  VPI  is  of  course  free  to  argue  for 
any  modification  it  believes  appropriate 
in  the  consolidated  proceedings  in  Docket 
Nos.  E-7775  and  E-9101. 

We  believe  that  good  cause  exists  to 
permit  VPI’s  latervention  in  these 
proceedings. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  nec¬ 
essary  and  proper  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  that  the  Commission 
accept  for  filing  and  suspend  for  one  day 
the  effectiveness  of  Appalachian  Power 
CcMnpany’s  June  23,  1975  filing  of  a 
Revised  Service  Agreement  in  Docket  No. 
e:-9618  and  further  to  consolidate  the 
requested  change  in  terms  and  conditions 
by  APCO  in  Docket  No.  E-9518  with  the 
pending  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
E-9101. 

(2)  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public 
interest  to  ahow  Virginia  Poljrt^hnic 
Institute  and  State  University  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  the  instant  proceeding. 

(3)  Good  cause  does  not  exist  to  grant 
APCO’s  request  for  waiver  of  the  30- 
day  notice  period  of  Section  205  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act 


•Fuel  Adjustmemt  Clauses  in  Wholesale 
Rate  SchediUee,  Umoed  November  13,  1974. 


The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Appala¬ 
chian  Power  Company’s  June  23,  1975 
fifing  in  Docket  No.  E-0518  is  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  for  one  day,  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund,  and  permitted  to  become 
effective  July  24,  1975. 

(B)  The  request  for  elimination  orthe 
refimd  condition  for  rates  and  charges 
for  service  by  APCO  to  VPI  is  denied. 

(C)  The  terms  and  conditions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  unsigned  service  agree¬ 
ment  in  Appalchian  Power  Company’s 
June  23, 1975  filing  in  Docket  No.  E-9101 
shall  be  consolidated  for  hearing  and 
decision  as  to  their  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  with  the  proceedings  in  E-9101. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe 
relevant  procedural  matters  not  herein 
provided,  and  shall  control  this  proceed¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  policies  ex¬ 
pressed  in  Section  2.59  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure/ 

(E)  VPI’s  motion  to  reject  APCO’s 
June  23.  1975  filing  is  denied. 

(P)  VPI’s  petition  to  intervene  is 
granted  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Ccanmlsslon;  Provided, 
however,  that  participation  of  such  in¬ 
tervener  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  asserted  rights  and  interest  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
Intervene;  and  Provided,  further,  that 
the  admission  of  such  intervenor  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  it  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(G)  APCO’s  request  for  waiver  of  the 
30-day  notice  requirement  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  and  §  35.3  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  is  denied. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plubib, 

Secretary. 

IFR  DOC.7S-19335  Piled  7-24-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  CI76-2J 
ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

Application 

July  17,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  Jifly  3,  1975,  At¬ 
lantic  Richfield  Company  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  2819,  DaUas,  Texas  75221,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CI76-2  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
sale  for  resale  of  natural  gas  to  Trunk¬ 
line  Gas  Company  (Trunkline)  attrib¬ 
utable  to  Applicant’s  interest  in  gas  pro¬ 
duction  from  South  Marsh  Island  Block 
261,  offshore  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  proposes  the  sale  of  gas  well 
gas  attributable  to  its  25  percent  work¬ 


ing  interest  in  gas  production  from  South 
Marsh  Island  Block  261.  Hie  working  in¬ 
terest  in  Block  261  is  said  to  be  owned 
Jointly  and  in  equal  shares  by  Conti¬ 
nental  Oil  Company,  Getty  Oil  Company, 
Cities  Service  Oil  Company  and  Appli¬ 
cant.  Applicant  states  that  its  co-owners 
commenced  the  sale  of  gas  on  May  3, 

1975,  under  a  60-day  contract  and  that 
the  gas  under  production  attributable  to 
Applicant’s  interest  would  be  made  up  by 
Applicant  when  deliveries  of  gas  for  the 
instant  sale  commence. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  such  annual 
quantity  of  gas  equal  to  90  percent  of 
delivery  capacity  during  the  first  five 
years,  85  percent  of  delivery  capacity 
during  the  next  five  years,  and  80  per¬ 
cent  thereafter  at  an  initial  rate  of  53.55 
cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia,  subject  to 
upward  and  downward  Btu  a^ustment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August  6, 

1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C,  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  with¬ 
out  further  notice  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  this  application  if  no  petition 
to  Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
is  required,  further  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75- 19336  FUed  7-24-76:8:45  RniJ 


[Docket  No.  B-7671] 

BLANDIN  PAPER  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Setting  Hearing  in  the  Matter  of 
Payments  for  Headwater  Benefits  in  the 
Upper  Mississippi  River  Basin 

July  2,  1975. 

In  the  matter  of  Blandin  Paper  Co., 
Northwest  Paper  Co.,  Minnesota  Power  & 
Light  Co.,  St.  Regis  Paper  Co.,  Northern 
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States  Power  Co.,  General  Mills,  Inc., 
Ford  Motor  Co. 

Section  10(f)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
( 16  U.S.C.  803(f) )  provides  for  payments 
to  be  made  for  certain  benefits  received 
by  a  power  project  as  a  result  of  a  head¬ 
water  improvement.  Pursuant  to  the  Act 
and  the  appropriate  sections  of  Part  11 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  (18 
C.F.R.  11  (1974)),  Commission  staff  has 
undertaken  studies  of  the  Upper  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  Basin*  to  determine  if  and 
to  what  extent  headwater  benefits 
charges  should  be  assessed  the  owners 
of  power  projects  in  that  area. 

As  a  result  of  staff’s  investigations,  a 
document  entitled  “Investigation  of 
Headwater  Benefits  in  the  Upper  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  Basin,  1925  through  1965,’’ 
was  published  in  May  1971.  Comments 
were  solicited  and  received  from  repre- 


^The  Basin  Is  defined  for  the  purposes  of 
these  studies  as  the  drainage  region  en¬ 
compassing  that  portion  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  Including  Its  tributaries,  above  the 
Minnesota  River.  The  area  Is  located  entirely 
In  central  Minnesota. 


the  parties  was  determined  to  owe  a 
specified  share  of  the  costs  incurred  by 
staff  in  making  the  studies. 

A  number  of  the  parties  Involved  have 
objected  to  staff’s  conclusions  regarding 
the  parties’  liability  for  payments  in  the 
amounts  indicated  by  the  reports.  ’Their 
comments  in  response  to  the  reports 
allege  various  legal,  technical,  factual,  or 
procedural  grounds  for  eliminating  all 
or  part  of  the  payments  due  according 
to  staff’s  calculations. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances,  we  think 
it  appropriate  that  Blandin  Paper  Co., 
Ford  Motor  Co.,  (jeneral  Mills,  Inc., 
Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Northern 
States  Power  Co.,  Northwest  Power  Co., 
and  St.  Regis  Paper  Co.  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  show  in  a  hearing  why 
they  believe  that  headwater  benefits  pay¬ 
ments  for  the  period  1925  through  1965 
for  benefits  received  by  power  projects 
owned  by  them  from  Federally-owned 
headwater  facilities  in  the  Upper  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  Bstsin,  as  calculate  by  staff 
in  its  May  1971  report  and  the  March 
1973  supplement  and  April  1974  annex 
thereto,  are  inappropriate  or  excessive. 

In  addition,  the  question  of  the  assess¬ 
ment  of  interest  on  unpaid  headwater 
benefit  charges  will  be  an  issue  in  this 
proceeding,  as  well  as  the  question  of  the 
date  with  respect  to  which  such  Interest 


sentatives  of  each  of  the  affected  parties. 
In  response  to  these  comments  and  to 
other  additional  data,  staff  publl^ed,  in 
March  1973,  a  supplement  to  the  earlier 
report.  Following  another  round  of  com¬ 
ments,  an  annex  to  the  supplemental 
report  was  published  in  April  1974.  ’The 
latest  comments  to  this  annex  report 
were  received  March  17,  1975. 

The  staff’s  research  indicates  that 
pasmnents  should  be  made  to  the  United 
States  for  benefits  received  from  six  up¬ 
stream  water  storage  facilities  operated 
by  the  Corps  of  Engineers.*  ’The  staff 
study  indicates  that  seven  parties,  each 
the  owner  of  one  or  more  power  projects 
downstream  from  some  or  all  of  these 
Federally-owned  headwater  facilities, 
were  liable  for  such  payments  for  the 
period  under  study.*  In  addition,  each  of 


*Tbe  six  Federally  owned  headwater  Im¬ 
provements  are:  Wlnnlblgoshlsh  LaXe,  Leech 
Lake,  Pokegama  Lake,  Sandy  Lake,  Pine 
River  Reservoir,  and  Oull  Lake. 

*The  parties  and  the  plants  they  own  are 
as  follows: 


can  first  be  assessed.  These  questions 
should  be  discussed  by  the  parties. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  appropri¬ 
ate  and  in  the  public  interest  to  hold  a 
prehearing  conference,  and  such  hear¬ 
ings  as  may  be  required,  in  order  to 
afford  Blandin  Paper  Co.,  Ford  Motor  Co., 
General  Mills,  Inc.,  Minnesota  Power  Si 
Light  Co.,  Northern  States  Power  Co., 
Northwest  Power  Co.,  and  St.  Regis  Paper 
Co.  the  opportunity  to  show  why  they 
should  not  be  liable  for  headwater  bene¬ 
fits  payments,  as  determined  by  staff,  for 
benefits  received  from  Federally-owned 
headwater  facilities  in  the  Upper  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  Basin  during  the  period  1925 
through  1965. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  before  an  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  shall  be  held  at  10:00 
a.m.  on  July  29,  1975,  in  a  hearing  room 
at  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  respecting  the  matters  set 
forth  above  concerning  payment  for 
headwater  benefits  under  Section  10(f) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations  with  respect 
thereto. 

(B)  If  the  Administrative  Law  Judge 
finds  that  there  is  disagreement  on  the 
facts  bearing  on  liability  for  the  payment 
of  headwater  benefit  charges,  he  shall 


schedule  a  hearing  on  the  remaining  fac¬ 
tual  Issues  to  be  followed  by  briefing  and 
an  initial  decision  in  accordance  with 
Sections  1.29  and  1.30  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure. 

(C)  If  the  Administrative  Law  Judge 
finds  no  disagreement  on  material  facts 
bearing  on  liability  for  payment  of  head¬ 
water  benefit  charges,  he  shall  provide 
a  briefing  schedule  to  be  followed  by  an 
initial  decision  in  accordance  with  Sec¬ 
tions  1.29  and  1.30  of  the  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedtu-e. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  -  Maby  B.  Kiod, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-19334  Plied  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


CONNECTICUT  RIVER  BASIN 

Intent  To  Issue  an  Environmental  impact 

Statement  on  the  Hydroelectric  Power- 

Related  Water  Use 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  Section  102 
(C),  and  Commission  Order  No.  415(C), 
the  staff  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  will  issue  an  environmental  impact 
statement  on  the  relationships  among 
hydroelectric  power  facilities,  the  elec¬ 
tric  power  generation  and  transmission 
system,  and  water  use  in  the  Connecticut 
River  Basin  on  or  about  December  31, 
1975. 

The  thrust  of  the  statement  relates 
to  the  responsibility  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  to  Ucer.-e  non-Federal  hy¬ 
droelectric  power  developments  and  to 
assure  an  abundant  supply  of  electric 
energy  with  the  greatest  possible  econ¬ 
omy  and  with  regard  to  the  proper  utili¬ 
zation  and  conservation  of  natural  re¬ 
sources.  ’The  statement  will  provide  a 
systematic  environmental  evaluation  of 
the  cumulative,  ssmergistlc  Impacts  of 
hydroelectric  power  in  the  basin  and  its 
relationship  to  the  total  electric  power 
requirement  and  supply  In  the  region. 
Extensive  use  will  be  made  of  mathe¬ 
matical  models;  cmnponent  parts  of  the 
basin  model  will  include:  the  electric 
energy  system,  a  physical  (chiefly  hydro¬ 
electric)  model  and  man’s  influence  on 
hydrologic  patterns,  an  ecological  model, 
a  human  activities  model,  and  a  model 
of  economic  impact. 

Commission  staff  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  in  New  Ekigland  within  the  next 
few  weeks  with  licensees  of  hydroelectric 
projects  in  the  Connecticut  River  Basin 
to  present  staff  plans  for  the  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement.  The  date  and 
place  will  be  announced  shortly.  After  the 
draft  EIS  has  been  released,  a  public 
meeting  will  be  scheduled  in  the  basin 
area  to  allow  all  members  of  the  public 
an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  draft 
EIS. 

For  further  information  contact  Rich¬ 
ard  F.  Hill,  Office  of  Energy  Systems, 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 


Company  Name  of  Poteerplant 

Blandin  Paper  Co _  Paper  Mill  (Project  No,  2382). 

Ford  Motor  Co _  Twin  City  (Project  No.  862) . 

General  MUls,  Inc _  Minneapolis  (Removed  from  service  In 

1960). 

Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Co _  Sylvan  (Project  No.  2464);  Little  Falls 

(Project  No.  2532);  Blanchard  (Project 
No.  346). 

Northern  States  Power _  St.  Cloud;  Coon  Rapids;  Main  Street 

(Project  No.  2066);  Consolidated  (Proj¬ 
ect  No.  2056;  removed  from  service  In 
1959). 

Northwest  Paper  Co _  Bralnerd  (Project  No.  2533). 

St.  Regis  Paper  Co _  Sartell. 
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Capitol  Street,  N,E,.  Washington,  D.C. 
20426  (Tel^one:  (202)  386-6525). 

Kmweth  P.  Plxtmb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-l»9e3  Filed  7-24-75;  8:45  am] 


(Docket  Ifo.  CP7e-5] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Application 

July  17,  1975., 

Take  notice  that  on  July  3,  1975,  Con¬ 
solidated  Oas  Supply  Corporation  (Ap¬ 
plicant).  445  We^  Main  Street,  Clarks¬ 
burg,  West  Virginia  26301,  filed  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  CrP76-6  an  application  pursuant 
to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  (3as  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and*  necessity  authorizing  the  storage  of 
natural  gas  for  a  two-year  period  begin¬ 
ning  in  1975  and  ending  in  1977  for  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) ,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
insi>ection. 

Applicant  requ^ts  authorization  to 
render  storage  services  for  Tennessee  for 
each  of  the  next  two  summer  injection 
and  winter  withdrawal  periods.  The  pro¬ 
posed  service  would  begin  in  the  summer 
injection  period  in  1975  vmder  Appli¬ 
cant’s  supplemental  storage  service  pro¬ 
gram.  The  services  proposed  would  In¬ 
clude  a  storage  capacity  of  3,940,000  Mcf 
in  the  first  year  and  a  daily  demand 
volume  of  26,100  Mcf  of  gas,  and  a  stor¬ 
age  cai)acity  volume  of  3,440,000  Mcf  in 
the  second  year  of  the  proposed  service 
with  a  ctaily  demand  volume  of  22,800 
Mcf  of  gas.  The  proposed  service  would 
be  rendered  under  Applicant’s  Rate 
Schedule  OSS.  pursuant  to  a  letter  agree¬ 
ment  between  Applicant  and  Tennessee 
dated  June  2, 1975. 

Ai^licant  states  that  the  natural  gas 
would  be  delivered  to  Applicant  by  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  the  gas  would  be  rettumed  to 
Tennessee  by  Applicant  at  Tennessee’s 
existing  EUisburg  Sales  Meter  Station  in 
Potter  (bounty.  Pennsylvania.  Applicant 
states  further  that  there  would  be  no  new 


facilities  constructed  to  institute  the 
proposed  service  and  that  the  service 
proposed  herein  is  to  permit  Tennessee 
to  render  services  proposed  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP75-376  and  CP76-2  wherein  it  is 
proposed  to  provide  wholesale  customers 
of  Tennessee  with  storage  to  allow  them 
to  husband  gas  to  provide  for  additional 
dellverability  during  the  winter  for  high 
priority  consumer  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August  5, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mart  B.  Kmo,  "" 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-19337  PUed  7-24-76:8:45  am] 
Arpi)n>ix  A 


(Docket  No.  RI74-33] 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Change  in  Rate, 

and  Allowing  Rate  Change  To  Become 

Effective  Subject  to  Refund 

July  18,  1975. 

Respondent  has  filed  a  proposed 
change  in  rate  and  charge  for  the  Juris¬ 
dictional  sale  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  a  hearing  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  change,  and  that 
the  supplement  herein  be  suspended  and 
its  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  Regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto  [18  CFR,  CTiapter  I],  and  the 
Conunlssion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  change. 

(B)  Pending  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  rate  supplement  herein  is 
suspended  and  its  use  deferred  until  date 
shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Until’’ 
column.  This  supplement  shall  become 
effective,  subject  to  refund,  as  of  the 
expiration  of  the  suspension  period 
without  any  further  action  by  the  Re¬ 
spondent  or  by  the  CommissioiL  Re¬ 
spondent  shall  comply  with  the  refund¬ 
ing  procedure  required  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  Section  154.102  of  the  Regu¬ 
lations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plement.  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought  to 
be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  this  proceeding  or  expiration 
of  the  suspension  period,  whichever  is 
earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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Bn4-38... 

Continental  Ofl  Cto _ 

_  180 

24 

TYanswestem  Pipeline  Co.  (New 
Mexico)  (Permian). 

(») 

6-20-75 

7-2-75 

212814 

>21  2800 

RI74-3S. 

*Unleas  otbarwbe  otMrrd.  die  preesure  base  Is  14.65  U)/ln*a.  '  Reflects  partial  relmbarsement  tor  the  0.04  percent  increase  In  the  New  Mexico 

I  Not  stated.  ConservaUon  tax  which  became  effective  July  1,  1075. 


The  proposed  tax  Increase  filed  by  Continental  exceeds  the  ap-  for  one  day  In  the  same  rate  proceeding  involving  Ck>ntinentar8 
pUcable  area  ceiling  rate  In  Opinion  No.  662,  and  is  su4>ended  underlying  rate. 

(FR  Doc.75-19348  FUed  7-24-75;8:46  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  CP6e-110,  et  »1.  and  RP72-140 
(PaA76-6),  and  RP7&-94] 

GREAT  LAKES  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Making  Ef¬ 
fective  Without  Suspension  Proposed 
Rate  Increase,  Amending  Import  Au¬ 
thorizations,  Granting  Interventions, 
Granting  Waiver,  EstaJI>lishing  Hearing 
and  Consolidating  Proceeding 

July  18,  1975 

On  May  21,  1975  Great  Lakes  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Great  Lakes) ,  filed  a 
petition  to  amend  its  import  authoriza¬ 
tions  to  permit  it  to  continue  the  im¬ 
portation  of  natural  gas  from  Canada 
at  increased  prices.  Great  Lakes’  pieti- 
tion  is  predicated  on  the  fact  that  on 
May  5,  1975,  the  Canadian  government 
annoimced  that  export  licenses  would 
be  amended  to  provide  that  the  export 
price  for  natural  gas  would  be  increased 
to  $1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian)  effec¬ 
tive  August  1,  1975,  and  to  $1.60  per 
MMBtu  (Canadian)  effective  November 
1,  1975.  Great  Lakes  purchases  all  of  its 
gas  from  TransCanada  Pipelines  Lim¬ 
ited  under  three  contracts  covered  by 
Licenses  GL-20,  GL-37,  and  GL-43. 

Notice  of  Great  Lakes*  petition  to 
amend  its  import  authorization  was  is¬ 
sued  on  June  2,  1975,  with  protests  and 
petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
June  16, 1975.  Petitions  to  Intervene  were 
filed  by  Michigan  Consolidated  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  and  Natund  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America.  Neither  petitioner  has  ex¬ 
pressed  opposition  to  Great  Lakes* 
petition. 

Examination  of  Great  Lakes*  filing  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  company  has  ho  avail¬ 
able  alternative  supply  of  natural  gas 
to  replace  the  volumes  imported  from 
Canada.  Upon  review,  we  find  that  con¬ 
tinuation  of  importation  under  the  in¬ 
creased  prices  would  be  consistent  with 
the  public  interest,  subject,  however,  to 
the  condition  that  any  further  increase 
in  the  price  Great  Lakes  is  required  to 
pay  will  require  further  amendment  to 
its  import  authorizations. 

In  addition  to  its  petition  to  amend  its 
import  authorizations.  Great  Lakes,  on 
June  13,  1975,  tendered  for  filing,  at 
Docket  No.  RP72-140  (PGA75-5) ,  a  pro¬ 
posed  adjustment  in  its  rates  ^  to  flow 
through  the  increase  in  its  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  attributable  to  the  $1.40  per 
MMBtu  (Canadian)  price  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  August  1, 1975.  *rhe  estimated  an¬ 
nual  effect  of  this  increase  will  approxi¬ 
mate  $39.7  million.  Great  Lakes  proposes 
to  adjust  the  commodity  portion  of  its 
rates  to  recover  the  increased  costs,  and 
requests  waiver  of  Section  154.66  of  the 
Regulations  since  it  presently  has  rates 
imder  suspension  in  Docket  No.  RP75- 
94. 

Great  Lakes,  on  June  13,  1975,  also 
tendered  revised  tariff  sheets  ’  to  provide 
a  change  in  its  presently  effective  PGA 
clause  to  allocate  ptirchased  gas  costs  be¬ 
tween  its  sales  and  transportation  serv¬ 
ices  based  upon  actual  experience  during 
the  determination  period,  rather  than  the 
allocation  factors  established  in  1972 
which  are  currently  being  used.  However, 


on  July  3,  1975,  the  company  filed  a  re¬ 
quest  to  withdraw  such  revised  sheets 
due  to  customer  opposition,  requested 
that  we  accept  that  sheet  using  the  his¬ 
torical  allocation  method,  and  suggested 
that  the  matter  of  the  method  of  alloca¬ 
tion  of  purchased  gas  costs  should  be 
considered  in  the  company’s  pending  rate 
proceeding  at  Docket  No.  RP75-94. 

Notice  of  Great  Lakes*  proposed  PGA 
changes  was  issued  on  Jime  17,  1975, 
with  protests  and  petitions  to  Intervene 
due  on  or  before  July  7,  1975.  On  July  1, 
1975,  a  petition  to  Intervene  and  request 
for  suspension  and  consolidation  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  Northern  and  Central 
Gas  Corporation  Limited  (N&C)  and 
Union  Gas  Limited  (Union).  In  their 
petition.  Union  and  N&C  protest  the  pro¬ 
posed  change  in  transportation  rates  re¬ 
flected  in  Great  Lakes*  filing  of  June  13, 
1975,  and  request  that  a  hearing  be  held 
and  consolidation  of  such  proceedings 
with  those  at  Docket  No,  RP75-94. 

On  July  7, 1975,  Consumers’  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  a  Canadian  distributor,  petitioned 
to  intervene.  Consiuners*,  in  its  petition, 
supports  Great  Lakes*  original  proposal 
to  allocate  purchased  gas  costs  between 
sales  and  transportation  services  based 
upon  actual  experience.  On  July  9,  1975, 
in  response  to  Great  Lakes*  July  3,  1975 
request  to  withdraw  such  proposal,  a  let¬ 
ter  was  filed  on  behalf  oi  Consumers’ 
which  requested  1.)  that  we  not  permit 
withdrawal  of  those  sheets  which  would 
modify  Great  Lakes*  allocation  methods; 
and  2.)  that  we  accept  such  sheets  for 
filing  and  permit  them  to  be  placed  into 
effect  subject  to  refund  after  suspension 
for  one  day.  Consiuners*  argues  that  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  the  historical  method  of  allo¬ 
cation  would  not  permit  the  computation 
and  utilization  of  factors  which  refiect 
the  actual  operating  conditions  experi¬ 
enced  during  the  determination  period. 

Our  review  of  Great  Lakes*,  proposed 
Increase  indicates  that  it  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  reflect  the  increase  in  Its  cost 
to  $1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian),  as  of 
August  1. 1975,  and  that  a  hearing  should 
be  held  to  adjudicate  the  propriety  of 
altering  the  terms  of  Great  Lakes*  PGA 
clause  to  allocate  purchased  gas  costs 
between  its  sales  and  transportation 
services  based  upon  actual  experience 
during  the  determination  period.  Pend¬ 
ing  the  outcome  of  such  litigation,  we  are 
of  the  opinion  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  best  served  by  acceptance  of 
that  tariff  sheet  which  reflects  Great 
Lakes*  historical  method  of  cost  alloca¬ 
tion.  We  shall,  therefore,  grant  Great 
Lakes  request  to  withdraw  those  sheets 
which  would  modify  that  allocation 
method  and  accept  Great  Lakes*  rate 
increase  filing  as  of  August  1,  1975,  the 
requested  effective  date.  We  shall  also 
order  that  a  hearing  be  Instituted  pur- 


>  Alternate  First  Substitute  Fifteenth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  57  to  FPC  Oas  Tariff  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1. 

*  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  64  and  First 
Substitute  Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  67 
to  FPC  Oas  Tariff  First  Revised  Volume  No. 
1  and  Third  Revised  Sheet  Noe.  63-B  and 
53-C  to  FPC  Gas  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  2. 


suant  to  Section  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
to  investigate  Into  the  proper  method  of 
allocating  purchased  gas  costs  between 
Its  sales  and  transportation  services. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Gr^t 
Lakes*  authorizations  for  the  importa¬ 
tion  of  natural  gas  from  TransCanada 
should  be  amended  to  permit  Great 
Lakes  to  continue  such  importation  at  a 
IHlce  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu  (Canadian), 
effective  August  1,  1975,  and  $1.60  per 
MMBtu  (Canadian) ,  effective  November 
1,  1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered,  as  such 
importation  has  been  shown  to  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  Great 
Lakes*  request  to  withdraw  those  tariff 
sheets  which  would  modify  the  method 
in  which  its  PGA  costs  are  allocated  and 
to  Institute  proceedings  to  Investigate 
into  what  allocation  method  is  appropri¬ 
ate  and  to  consolidate  these  proceedings 
with  those  at  Docket  No.  RI^5-94. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  propier  in  the 
public  Interest  that  Great  Lakes*  pro¬ 
posed  rate  Increase  should  be  accepted 
for  filing,  to  be  placed  into  effect  as  of 
August  1,  1975. 

(4)  Ck^  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  Section  154.66  of  the  Regulations  to 
allow  Great  Lakes’  rate  Increase  applica¬ 
tion  to  be  placed  into  effect. 

(5)  Good  cause  exsits  to  permit  the 
intervention  of  the  above-mentioned 
petitioners  at  those  dockets  in  which 
their  petitions  were  filed. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  Srctlon  3  thereof.  Great 
Lakes’  Import  authorizations  for  im¬ 
portation  of  natiu^  gas  from  Trans¬ 
Canada  is  hereby  amended  to  permit 
Great  Lakes  to  import  natural  gas  at  the 
price  of  $1.40  per  MMBtu.  (Canadian) 
effective  August  1,  1975,  and  $1.60  per 
MMBtu,  (Canadian)  effective  November 
1,  1975,  as  hereinafter  ordered  and  con¬ 
ditioned. 

(B)  Great  Lakes*  request  to  withdraw 
those  tariff  sheets  which  would  modify 
the  method  in  which  its  E*QA  costs  are 
allocated  is  hereby  granted. 

(C)  Great  Lakes*  proposed  PGA  in¬ 
crease  filing  of  June  14.  1975  set  forth 
as  Alternate  First  Substitute  Fifteenth 
Revised  Sheet  No.  57  to  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
First  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  is  hereby  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  as  of  Augmt  1,  1975,  to 
be  placed  into  effect  on  August  1,  1975, 
and  Section  154.66  of  the  Regulations  is 
hereby  waived. 

(D)  The  issue  as  to  the  iu>propriate 
method  of  allocating  purchased  gas 
costs  between  sales  and  transportation 
services  is  hereby  set  for  hearing  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  consolidated  with  those  proreedlngs 
at  RP75-94,  as  requested,  and  Great 
Lakes*  shall  file  its  direct  testimony  and 
exhibits  within  fifteen  days  of  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  this  order. 

(E)  Any  further  change  in  Great 
Lakes*  wholesale  rates  attributable  to  in¬ 
creased  purchased  gas  costs  will  require 
a  further  filing  pursuant  to  Section  4  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(F)  The  above-mentioned  petitioners 
to  Intervene  are  hereby  permitted  to  In- 
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tervene  at  those  dockets  in  which  their 
respective  petitions  were  filed  subject  to 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  provided,  however,  that  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  such  interveners  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  aCFectlng  the  rights 
and  Interests  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
respective  petitions  to  Intervene;  and 
provided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
such  interveners  rtiall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding. 

(O)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Rbgister. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.7«-19338  FUed  7-24-76;8:45  sb^ 


[Docket  Nos.  AR64-1.  et  al.] 

CITtES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Gk’anting  Motion  for  Clarification 
July  18, 1975. 

On  .Tune  24,  1975,  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  (Cities)  filed  a  motion  for 
clarification  of  the  Commission’s  order 
cm  rehearing  issued  in  this  proceeding 
on  May  30, 1975.  Said  order  on  rehearing 
stated  (mimeo,  p.  5),  that «  •  •  •  cities 
will  be  required  to  flow-through  all  of 
the  refunds  disbursed  to  it  by  producers 
tinder  the  order  of  March  17.”  Cities  seeks 
clarification  of  this  portion  of  the  order, 
contending  that  under  prior  Commis¬ 
sion-approved  settlement  agreements,  it 
may  be  entitled  to  retain  portions  of  the 
refimds  in  question. 

The  issue  here  involved  is  the  dispo¬ 
sition  of  the  refimds  which  Cities  re¬ 
ceives  from  producers  resulting  from  the 
Commission’s  Opinion  and  Order  No.  586 
establishing  just  and  reasonable  area 
rates  in  the  Hugoton-Anadarko  area.  (44 
FPC  761).  By  order  issued  March  17, 
1975,  all  affected  producers  were  re¬ 
quired  to  disburse  ti^eir  refunds  to  their 
respective  pipeline  purchasers,  and  the 
pipelines  were  required  to  fiow  the  re¬ 
funds  through  to  their  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers.  We  also  stated  in  the  March  17 
order,  however,  that  prior  Commission- 
approved  settlement  i  greements  under 
which  individual  pipelines  could  claim 
entitlement  to  portions  of  producer  re¬ 
funds  would  be  honored,  (mimeo,  p.  4). 
In  its  present  motion.  Cities  refers  to  two 
such  settlement  agreements  which  were 
aiH>roved  by  the  Commission  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP64-9  and  RP68-16  respectively, 
and  under  which  Cities  may  be  entitled 
to  retain  a  portion  of  the  Hugoton-Ana¬ 
darko  refunds. 

As  we  stated  in  the  order  of  March  17, 
these  settlements  will  be  honored.  It  fol¬ 
lows  that  tile  previously-quoted  language 
from  the  May  30  older  on  rehearing 
should  be  claiified  as  requested  by  Chtles. 
Cities  will  not  be  required  to  flow  through 
those  portions  of  the  refunds  which  It 


may  be  entitled  to  retain  imder  the  terms 
of  the  above-referenced  settlement 
agreements. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Hie 
Commission’s  order  Issued  in  this  docket 
on  May  30,  1975,  is  clarified  as  above  set 
forth. 

(B)  Itie  Secretary  shall  cause  iHompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Iseal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-19350  PUed  7-24-75:8:46^1 


[Docket  No.  RI75-65] 

HURLEY  PETROLEUM  CORP. 

Order  Granting  Intervention  and 
Approving  Petition  for  Special  Relief 

July  18,  1975. 

On  November  6, 1974  Hurley  Petroleum 
Corporation  (Hurley)  filed  a  petition  for 
special  relief  pursuant  to  Section  2.76^ 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  for  sales  of  natural  gas 
to  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco,  Inc.  (Tennessee) 
from  eight  wells  located  in  the  Bethany 
Field,  Panola  and  Harrison  Cdimties, 
Texas  (Other  Southwest  Area,  Opinion 
No.  607) .  Hurley  is  a  small  producer  and 
was  granted  a  Small  Producer  Certificate 
in  Docket  No.  CS71-878,  order  issued  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1971. 

Hurley  is  currently  selling  natural  gas 
to  Tennessee  pursuant  to  a  basic  contract 
dated  October  5,  1954,  providing  for  a 
rate  of  16.4248  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65 
psia.  It  avers  that  this  rate  is  inadequate 
inasmuch  as  the  Installation  of  two  addi¬ 
tional  compressors  is  required  if  it  is  to 
continue  deUveries  in  commercial  quan¬ 
tities.*  By  letter  dated  October  31,  1974, 
Tennessee  advised  Hurley  that  it  would 
purchase  the  subject  gas  at  the  price 
level  found  by  the  Commission  to  be  just 
and  reasonable  under  the  provisions  of 
Order  No.  481.  Hurley  seeks  a  rate  of 
72.88  cents  per  Mcf,  inclusive  of  produc¬ 
tion  tax.* 

Notice  of  the  petition  was  issued  on 
November  15,  1974,  and  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  22,  1974 
at  39  FR  40986.  Timely  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  were  filed  by  Tennessee  and  Asso¬ 
ciated  Gas  Distributors  (AGD)  on  De- 
c^ber  6,  1974. 

Staff  has  reviewed  the  cost  data  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Hurley  and  has  made  an  ex- 


*  18  C.F.R.  2.76. 

*On  September  20,  1974,  and  October  29, 
1974,  Hurley  filed  abandonment  applications 
in  Docket  No.  <3175-187  covering  seven  of  the 
eight  subject  wells.  In  Its  Order  No.  481  peti¬ 
tion  Hurley  states  that  It  will  withdraw  Its 
abandonment  applications  If  the  applled-fm' 
rate  in  this  proceeding  is  granted. 

*  Hurley's  application  for  special  relief  was 
filed  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Tax  Re¬ 
duction  Act  of  1975.  Hence,  the  rate  sought 
by  Hurley  does  not  refiect  the  effect  of  this 
Act. 


tensive  field  audit  of  Hurley’s  books  and 
records.  Based  thereon  Staff  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  gross  remaining  recov¬ 
erable  reserves  of  the  subject  wells  are 
814.283  Mcf  and  that  the  average  pro¬ 
ductive  life  of  the  wells  in  11.6  years,  and 
that  the  proposed  rate  is  justified.  After 
a  careful  review  of  the  costs  to  be  in¬ 
curred  and  the  reserves  to  be  recovered, 
we  conclude  that  it  is  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  to  grant  Hurley’s  petition. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  petition 
for  special  relief  filed  by  Hurley  meets 
the  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  2.76  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  For  the 
above-stated  reasons,  the  petition  for 
special  relief  of  Hurley  is  hereby  granted. 
Hurley  is  authorized  to  collect  72.88  cents 
per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  inclusive  of  pro¬ 
duction  tax,  for  all  gas  produced  from 
the  subject  wells  effective  on  the  date  the 
new  additional  compressors  are  installed 
and  made  operative,  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions:  1)  Hurley  must  file, 
in  Docket  No,  CS71-878,  a  statement 
signed  by  Tennessee,  setting  forth  the 
date  or  dates  that  the  compressors  are 
Installed  and  made  operative  and  2)  said 
statement  is  to  be  filed  within  30  days  of 
the  date  or  dates  the  compressors  have 
been  installed  and  made  operative. 

(B)  Tennessee  and  AGD  are  permitted 
to  Intervene  in  this  proceeding  for  relief 
subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however,  that 
the  participation  of  such  interveners 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  as  specifieally 
set  forth  in  their  petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene;  and  Provided,  further  that 
the  admission  of  such  interveners  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  these  proceedings, 
and  that  the  interveners  agree  to  accept 
the  record  as  it  now  stands. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.75-19339  Piled  7-24-75:8:45  amj 


(Docket  No.  E-92391 

INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Older  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspend¬ 
ing  Proposed  Rate  Change,  Denying 
Motion  To  Reject  in  Part,  Granting  Waiv¬ 
er  of  Notice  Requirement,  Permitting 
Intervention,  Providing  for  Hearing  and 
Establishing  Procedures 

July  18,  1975. 

On  January  29,  1975,  Indiana  &  Michi¬ 
gan  Electric  Company  (I&M)  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  whole¬ 
sale  for  resale  rate  to  Richmond  Power 
&  Light  of  the  City  of  Richmond,  Indiana 
(Richmond) .  The  rate  increase  proposed 
in  such  filing  reflected  a  15.22%  sur¬ 
charge  upon  all  charges,  exclusive  of  fuel 
cost  adjustment,  then  being  collected 
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from  Richmond/  The  proposed  increase 
to  Richmond  was  Intended  to  track  the 
15.22%  increase  in  I&M’s  retail  Tariff 
IP  which  was  granted  as  interim  emer¬ 
gency  rate  relief  by  a  January  23,  1975, 
order  of  the  Public  Service  Cominission 
of  Indiana  (PSCI) . 

Upon  review  of  I&M’s  January  29, 1975, 
filing,  we  found  it  deficient  with  respect 
to  certain  requirements  of  Section  35.13 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulation.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  I&M  was  informed  of  such 
deficiency  by  letter  from  the  Commission 
Secretary  dated  February  19,  1975. 

On  March  3,  1975,  I&M  file^  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  rehearing  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  letter  order.  By  order  issued  April 
2,  1975,  said  application  was,  in  all 
aspects  here  pertinent,  denied.* 

On  May  14,  1975,  I&M  tendered  for 
filing  cost  of  service  data  for  calendar 
year  1974  in  an  apparent  attempt  to  cure 
the  deficiencies  in  its  January  29,  1975, 
filing.  In  our  order  of  June  13,  1975,  we 
found  that  the  filing  remained  deficient 
with  respect  to  certain  other  require¬ 
ments  of  our  Regulations.'  Accordingly, 
we  once  again  rejected  the  filing  with 
respect  to  Richmond,  without  prejudice 
to  I&M’s  right  to  cure  the  deficiencies 
therein. 

On  Jime  20,  1975,  I&M  submitted  for 
filing  propos^  revisions  to  the  rate 
schedule  currently  on  file  for  service  to 
Richmond.*  The  June  20  filing  would  (1) 
place  a  surcharge  of  27.52%  on  all 
charges,  exclusive  of  fuel  adjustment, 
now  being  collected  from  Richmond;  (2) 
replace  the  currently-effectlve  100% 
minimum  billing  demand  provision 
(100%  ratchet)  with  a  proposed  60% 
minimum  biUing  demand  provision  (60% 
ratchet);  and  (3)  revise  the  currently- 
effectlve  fuel  clause  for  service  to  Rich¬ 
mond.*  These  proposed  revisions,  I&M 
states,  are  int^ded  to  track  revisions 
in  I&M’s  retail  Tariff  IP  which  are  now 
effective  pursuant  to  May  28,  1975,  and 
June  4,  1975,  orders  of  PSCI. 

I&M  contends  that  the  net  effect  of  the 
Instant  filing  is  to  decrease  charges  to 
Richmond  by  $208,392  annually,  based 
on  comparisons  of  rate  levels  for  12 
months  ended  December  31,  1974.  I&M 
requests  that  the  cost-of -service  study 
previously  filed  in  this  docket  on  May  14, 
1975,  be  incorporated  by  reference  with 

*The  rate  level  then,  as  now,  being  c<^- 
lected  from  Richmond  reflected  the  ^pli¬ 
cation,  among  other  things,  of  a  proposed 
fuel  adjustment  clause  as  well  as  a  proposed 
100%  ratchet  provision.  Revenues  derived 
from  the  appUcation  of  that  fuel  clause  and 
ratchet  are  now  being  coUected,  subject  to 
refund,  pending  flnal  di^>oeltion  of  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Docket  No.  B-7740. 

*The  Commission’s  April  2  order  granted 
I&M’s  application  for  rehearing  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  it  relieved  I&M  from  flllng  Period  n 
data. 

'See  Indiana  A  Michigan  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  Nos.  &-8233,  E-9239,  and  £1-9258, 
order  issued  Jime  13,  1975,  mlmeo  at  pp.  4-5. 

'  ’The  proposed  revised  rate  schedule  Is 
designated  Supplement  No.  8  to  FPC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  58. 

•With  respect  to  the  currently-effectlve 
fuel  clause,  see  footnote  1,  supra. 


the  instant  filing.  Finally,  I&M  requests 
that  the  tendered  filing  be  made  effective 
for  all  service  rendered  on  and  after 
May  28,  1975,  the  date  on  which  the  sub¬ 
ject  revisions  became  effective  to  I&M’s 
retail  Tariff  IP  customers. 

Public  notice  of  I&M’s  filing  was  is¬ 
sued  on  June  25,  1975,  with  comments, 
protests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  July  8,  1975.  Richmond  timely 
filed  a  pleading  styled  “Motion  to  Re¬ 
ject  in  Part,  For  Suspension,  in  Part,  for 
Conditional  Acceptance  in  Part,  and  for 
Hearings;  and  Protest  and  Petition  to 
Intervene.’’  In  said  pleading,  Richmond 
asserts  that  that  portion  of  the  filing  re¬ 
lating  to  the  surcharge  should  be  rejected 
because  “I&M’s  cost-of -service  study 
defies  comprehensive  analysis  because  of 
the  absence  of  explanatory  testimony  and 
I&M’s  reliance  on  imrealistic  demands 
for  purposes  of  allocation  *  •  *.’’*  As 
further  grounds  for  rejection,  Richmond 
contends  that  I&M’s  filing  fails  to  comply 
with  certain  portions  of  Section  35.13  of 
our  Regulations.  Richmond  further 
argues  that  $50  million  of  construction 
work  in  progress  (CWIP)  has  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  l&M’s  rate  base,  and  contends 
that  this  is  yet  another  reason  for 
rejection.'' 

In  sulditlon  to  its  arguments  for  rejec¬ 
tion  of  that  portion  of  the  filing  relating 
to  the  surcharge,  Richmond  contends 
that  the  aforementioned  60%  ratchet  is 
unjust  and  unreasonable  and  should  be 
suspended  for  one  day.  With  respect  to 
I&M’s  proposed  fuel  clause,  Richmond 
argues  that  such  clause  does  not  conform 
to  the  Regulations  governing  fuel  clauses 
proposed  after  January  1,  1975.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Richmond  asserts,  I&M  should  be 
required  to  conform  such  fuel  clause  to 
said  Regulations  or,  alternatively,  the 
fuel  clause  should  be  suspended  and 
made  subject  to  refund.  Finally,  Rich¬ 
mond  requests  that  it  be  permitted  to 
Intervene  in  this  proceeding. 

As  noted  above,  Richmond  contends 
that  the  instant  filing  should  be  rejected 
because  of  I&M’s  failure  to  submit  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  in  support  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  change.  However,  the  filing 
requirements  of  our  Regulations  require 
the  submission  of  “*  •  •  testimony  and 
exhibits  of  such  composil^on,  scope  and 
format  tliat  they  would  serve  as  the 
company’s  case-in-chief  in  the  event 
the  matter  is  set  for  hearing  •  *  *"  only 
in  the  case  in  which  “•  •  •  the  rate 
schedule  provides  for  an  increase  in  rate 
which  exceeds  $50,000  in  revenues  for  the 
test  period  •  •  •“  (emphasis  added).* 
The  instant  filing  proposes  a  rate  de¬ 
crease  for  the  test  period  in  question. 
Thus,  in  this  instance,  I&M  is  not  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  testimony  and  exhibits 

•See  Richmond’s  pleading  filed  July  7, 
1975,  In  this  docket,  at  page  4. 

'Richmond  also  argues  that  the  proposed 
rates  are  excessive  In  that  they  reflect  the 
InclxiBlon  In  rate  base  of  amounts  related  to 
nuclear  fuel  costs  plus  nuclear  production 
plant  when.  In  fact,  I&M  owns  no  nuclear 
generating  facilities. 

•See  Section  35.13(b)  (5)  (1)  of  our  Regu¬ 
lations. 


to  substantially  comply  with  our  filing 
requirements.  Accordingly,  the  subject 
filing  should  not  be  rejected  on  these 
groimds. 

Richmond  also  argues  for  a  partial  re¬ 
jection  of  the  filing  because,  in  Rich¬ 
mond’s  words,  *T&M’s  cost-of -service 
study  defies  comprehensive  analysis’’,  and 
because  I&M  has  failed  to  provide  cer¬ 
tain  Information  required  by  our  filing 
regulations.*  Contrary  to  Richmond’s  as¬ 
sertion.  however.  I&M’s  May  14,  1975, 
cost-of -service  study  has  enabled  us  to 
make  the  analysis  required  in  this  in¬ 
stance,  and  has  provided  us  with  suf¬ 
ficient  information  to  determine  the  Just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
rate  change.  Moreover,  the  filing  require¬ 
ments  of  our  Regulations  “•  •  •  are 
‘mere  aids  to  the  exercise  of  [this  Com¬ 
mission’s]  Independent  discretion,’  and 
in  both  language  and  purpose  leave  room 
for  a  doctrine  of  ‘substantial’  or  ‘reason¬ 
able’  compliance.  American  Farm  Lines 
V.  Black  Ban  Freight  Service.  397  U.S. 
532,  539  (1970).’’**  In  the  instant  case, 
we  find  that  I&M  has  rendered  substan¬ 
tial  compliance  with  such  requirements. 
Accordingly,  Richmond’s  contentions  in 
this  regard  must  be  rejected. 

Another  reason  put  forth  by  Rich¬ 
mond  as  grounds  for  rejection  is  the  al- 
legatlon  that  I&M  has  included  CWIP 
in  its  rate  base.  However,  our  review  of 
the  filing  indicates  that,  while  CWIP  is 
refiected  on  Statement  D-1  of  the  cost- 
of -service  study,  none  of  said  crWIP  has 
actually  been  included  in  I&M’s  rate  base. 
’Thus,  CWIP  has  not  been  allocated  to 
Richmond,  and  rejection  does  not  lie. 

As  noted  above,  I&M  has  requested 
that  the  proposed  rate  change  be  made 
effective  retroactively  to  May  28,  1975, 
the  date  on  which  the  changes  proposed 
in  this  filing  were  made  effective  to  I&M’s 
retail  Tariff  IP  customers  by  order  of 
PSCL  We  shall  construe  such  request  as 
an  application  for  waiver  of  our  30-day 
notice  requirement  **  and  shall  grant  such 
application  to  permit  I&M’s  pr(HX)sed 
rate  to  become  effective,  subject  to  those 
conditions  hereinafter  ordered,  as  of 
June  20,  1975,  the  filing  date  hereof.  We 
believe  that  good  cause  exists  to  gi.i.nt 
waiver  of  such  requirement,  since  tl.ie 
effect  of  the  proposed  rate  change  is  to 
decrease  the  rates  and  charges  now  be¬ 
ing  collected  from  Richmond. 

CXu:  review  of  I&M’s  June  20,  1975,  fil¬ 
ing,  together  with  the  May  14, 1975.  cost- 
of -service  study  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference  herein,  indicates  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates,  charges,  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  have  not  been  shown  to  be  Just  and 
reasonable  and  may  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able,  unduly  discriminatory,  preferential 

•  Speclflcally,  Richmond  contends  that  I&M 
has  failed  to  provide  a  "comparison  of  the 
proposed  rate  with  other  rates  of  the  flllng 
public  utility  for  similar  wholesale  for  re¬ 
sale  .  .  .  services."  See  Section  35.18(b)  (2) 
of  our  Regulations. 

^Municipal  Light  Boards  of  Beading  and 
Wakefield.  Massachusetts  v.  FJ*.C..  450  P.  2d 
1341,  1348,  146  DA.  App.  D.C.  294,  801,  cert- 
den.  405  UA.  989  (1971). 

"  See  Sections  85.3  and  36.11  of  our  Regu¬ 
lations. 
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or  otherwise  unlawful.  Therefore,  we 
shall  accept  IliM’s  prc^>osed  rate  change. 
tor  filing  and  suspend  It  for  one  day 
unto  June  21, 1975,  when  It  shsdl  become 
effective  sublet  to  refund  and  establish 
hearing  procedures. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  hereinabove, 
UiM  was  not  required  to  submit  support¬ 
ing  testimony  and  exhibits  to  satisfy  the 
filing  requirements  of  our  Regulations. 
However,  In  light  of  the  Section  205  pro¬ 
ceeding  established  herein,  we  shall  re¬ 
quire  I&M  to  file,  within  45  days  of  is¬ 
suance  of  this  order,  prepared  testimony 
and  exhibits  in  support  of  the  proposed 
rates,  charges  and  terms  and  conditions. 

TTic  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  I&M’s  June  20, 
1975,  propo^  rate  change  and  suspend 
it  for  one  day  until  June  21,  1975,  when 
it  shall  beoMne  effective,  subject  to  re¬ 
fund,  and  to  establish  hearing  procedures 
pursuant  to  Section  205  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act. 

(2)  Richmond’s  “Motion  to  Reject  in 
Part”  should  be  denied. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  construe 
I&M’s  request  for  a  retroactive  effective 
date  as  an  application  for  waiver  of  our 
30-day  notice  requirement. 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  waiver 
of  our  30 -day  notice  requirement. 

(5)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit  Rich¬ 
mond  to  Intervene  in  these  proceedings, 
as  hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(6)  Good  cause  exists  to  require  I&M 
to  file,  within  45  days  of  issuance  of  this 
order,  prepared  testimony  and  exhibits 
in  support  of  the  proposed  rates,  charges, 
terms  and  conditions. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  I&M’s 
June  20,  1975,  proposed  rate  change  is 
accepted  for  filing,  and  suspended  for 
one  day  until  June  21,  1975,  at  which 
time  said  filing  shall  become  effective 
subject  to  refimd. 

(B)  Richmond’s  “Motion  to  Reject  in 
Part”  is  hereby  denied. 

(C)  "Hie  notice  requirement  of  Section 
35.3  of  our  Regulations  is  hereby  waived. 

(D)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
I^eral  Power  Act.  particularly  Section 
205  thereof,  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedxur,  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18 
CTFR,  Chapter  I) .  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  hdd  on  December  9.  1975,  at  10  a.m., 
prevailing  local  time,  in  a  hearing  room 
at  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washlngttm, 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  proposed  rates, 
charges,  terms,  and  conations  included 
in  Udd’s  Jime  20,  1975,  filing  in  this 
docket. 

(E)  Within  45  days  of  issuance  of  this 
ord«r,  I&M  shall  submit  testimony  and 
exhibits  in  support  of  its  proposed  rates, 
charges,  terms,  and  conditions.  The 
Commission  Sti^  shall  serve  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits  on  or  before  Oc¬ 
tober  28, 1975.  Interveners’  pr^iared  tes¬ 
timony  and  exhibits  shall  be  served  on  or 
before  November  11,  1975.  I&M’s  rebut¬ 
tal,  if  any,  shall  be  served  on  or  before 
November  25,  1975. 

(F)  Richmond  is  hereby  permitted  to 
Intervene  in  this  proceeding,  subject  to 


the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission;  Provided,  however,  that  partic¬ 
ipation  of  such  intervenor  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights 
and  interests  as  specifically  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  intervene;  and  Provided, 
further,  that  the  admission  of  Riclmumd 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  Cennmission  that  it  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(G)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  shall  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies'  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(H)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  parties 
to  this  proceeding  regarding  the  conven¬ 
ing  of  conferences  or  offers  of  settlement 
pursuant  to  Section  1.18  of  the  (Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

(I)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.75-19340  Piled  7-24-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-06] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  UNE  CO. 

Order  Granting  Untimely  Petitions  To 
Intervene 

July  18. 1975. 

On  April  30. 1975,  Michigan- Wisconsin 
Pipe  Line  Company  (MichWis)  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  which  would  increase  its  rates 
to  jurisdictional  customers  by  $65,- 
992,505  per  year,  based  on  the  test  period 
ended  January  31,  1975.  Notice  of  Mich¬ 
Wis’  filing  was  issued  May  8,  1975  with 
all  comments,  protests,  or  petitions  to 
intervene  due  on  or  before  May  21,  1975. 

Untimely  petitions  to  Intervene  in 
these  proceedings  were  received  from  the 
following  petitioners: 

nunois  Commerce  Cmnmiaslon. 

Iowa  State  Commerce  Commlsaioa. 

Michigan  Public  Service  Commlaalon. 

Public  Service  Commission  of  Wisconsin. 
Central  Indiana  Oas  Company,  Inc. 

Columbia  Oas  Transmission  Corporation. 
Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company. 
Wisconsin  Power  and  Light  Company. 

Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Ciompany. 

Wisconsin  Oas  Company. 

Michigan  Power  Company. 

Having  reviewed  such  petitions,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  each  petitioner  has  a  suffi¬ 
cient  interest  In  these  proceedings  to 
warrant  his  intervention  herein. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  permit  the 
above-named  petitioners  to  Intervene  in 
these  proceedings,  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 


T?i€  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings, 
subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however,  that 
participation  of  such  Intervenors  shall 
be  limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  Interests  as  specifically  set 
forth  in  their  respiective  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene;  and  Provided,  further,  that  the 
admission  of  such  intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  these  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

(B)  The  interventions  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  here¬ 
tofore  established  for  the  orderly  and 
expeditious  disposition  of  these  proceed¬ 
ings. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-19341  Piled  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  B-8499  and  E-9&02] 

MINNESOTA  POWER  AND  UGHT  CO. 

Order  on  Rate  Filing 

July  18, 1975. 

On  June  16,  1975,  Minnesota  Power  & 
Light  Company  (MP&L)  tendered  for 
filing  in  Docket  No.  £;-9499  a  revised 
executed  electric  service  agreement  for 
transmission  service  to  the  City  of 
Wadena.  Minnesota  (Wadena)  ^  to  re¬ 
place  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  28,  which 
has  expired.  The  filing  refiected  no 
change  in  rates  but  did  refiect  changes 
in  terms  and  conditions  including,  inter 
alia,  a  Memphis*  clause  which  would 
permit  MP&L  to  change  its  rates  uni¬ 
laterally  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 
The  prior  contract  (FPC  No.  28)  was  a 
fixed-rate,  fixed-term  contract.  ’The  new 
contract  is  proposed  to  become  effective 
when  executed  and  approved  by  the  ap¬ 
propriate  regulatory  authorities. 

On  June  18, 1975,  the  Minnesota  Power 
and  Light  Company  (MP&L),  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  increases  in  its  rates 
and  charges  to  seventeen  municipal 
customers,  one  privately-owned  electric 
systnn  customer,  and  two  rural  electric 
cooperative  customers.  In  addition,  MP& 
L  filed  for  an  increase  in  the  transmis¬ 
sion  service  rates  applicable  to  its  three 
transmission  service  custmners,  and  filed 
notice  of  cancellation  pursuant  to  its 
contract  with  two  oi  its  wheeling  cus- 
-  tomers.*  MP&L  stated  that  the  proposed 
changes  would  increase  revenues  by  ap¬ 
proximately  $2,450,783  based  on  esti- 


1  Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Company,  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  130. 

>  United  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  v.  Memphis  Light, 
Gas  and  Water  Division,  868  UA.  103  (1058) . 

•See  Attachment  A  for  desglnatlons  and 
Attachment  B  for  a  list  od  customera. 
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mated  sales  for  the  twelve-month  period 
ending  July  18.  1975,  and  requested  the 
new  rates  become  effective  July  18,  1975. 

Notice  of  MP&L’s  filings  In  Docket  No. 
E-9502  and  in  Docket  No.  B-9499  was 
issued  on  June  24,  1975,  with  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 
or  before  July  8, 1975. 

On  July  8,  1975,  Wadena  filed  a  con¬ 
solidated  petition  to  intervene  in  Docket 
Nos.  E-9499  and  E-9502  which  included. 
inter  alia.,  a  request  for  consolidation  of 
the  aforementioned  dockets  for  ease  of 
consideration,  a  request  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  those  dockets,  a  motion  to 
reject  the  rate  change  filing  as  to  Wa¬ 
dena  in  Docket  No.  E-9520,  and  other 
relief.  Wadena  states  that  it  agreed  to 
the  revised  service  agreement  filed  in 
Docket  No.  E-9499  but  did  not  anticipate 
that  MP&L,  once  having  filed  this  agree¬ 
ment,  would  file  for  a  change  in  rates  in 
Docket  No.  E-9502  pursuant  to  the  new 
agreement’s  Memphis  clause.  Wadena 
further  argues  that  since  the  new  agree¬ 
ment  in  Docket  No.  E-9499  has  not  yet 
been  accepted  for  filing  and  made  effec¬ 
tive,  MP&L  is  still  bound  by  the  fixed- 
rate,  fixed-term  provisions  of  its  old  serv¬ 
ice  agreement  with  Wadena,  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  PPG  No.  28.  Therefore,  Wadena 
reqeusts  the  Commission  to  accept  for 
filing  the  revised  service  agreement  filed 
in  Docket  No.  E^-9499  but  reject  the 
change  in  rate  filing  made  in  Docket  No. 
E-9502  on  the  basis  that  at  the  time 
MP&L  made  the  change  in  rate  filing  as 
to  Wadena  in  Docket  No.  E-9502,  it  had 
no  contractual  authority  to  do  so  since 
the  revised  service  agreement  in  E-9499, 
by  its  own  terms,  does  not  become  effec¬ 
tive  imtil  approved  by  the  Commission. 
Wadena  argues  that  the  changed  rate 
filing  as  to  Wadena  in  E-9502  should  also 
be  rejected  on  groimds  that  the  filing  in¬ 
cludes  construction  work  in  progress 
(CWn*)  in  rate  base  contrary  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  set  forth  in  Green 

Mountain  Power  Company,  -  FPC 

- ,  issued  June  13,  1975,  in  Docket  No. 

E-9446.  Should  the  Commission  decide 
not  to  reject  the  rate  change  filing  as  to 
Wadena  in  Docket  No.  E-9502,  Wadena 
requests  that  the  filing  be  suspended  for 
five  months  and  that,  at  the  hearing,  the 
issue  of  inter  alia.,  rate  discrimination 
imder  Section  205  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  between  Wadena  and  similarly  situ¬ 
ated  customers  of  MP&L  be  raised  and 
decided.  Wadena  also  states  that  a  5 
month  suspension  is  necessary  because 
Wadena  needs  60  days  to  study  the  in¬ 
crease  and  obtain  City  Council  (presiun- 
ably  its  own)  approval  of  any  Increase. 

On  July  8,  1975,  a  pleading  in  Docket 
No.  E-9502  was  filed  by  17  wholesale 
customers  *  (Petitioners)  requesting,  in- 


*  VlUage  of  Aitkin,  City  of  Blwablk,  City  of 
Bralnerd,  Village  of  Buhl,  City  of  Ely.  City  of 
Ollbert,  VUlage  of  Grand  Rapids,  VUlage  of 
Bibbing,  Village  of  Keewatin,  VUlage  of  Mc¬ 
Kinley,  VUlage  of  Mountain  Iron,  VUlage  of 
Nashwauk,  VUlage  of  Plerz,  City  of  St^^lee, 
City  of  Two  Harbors,  City  of  Virginia  and 
Stuntz  Cooperative  Light  &  Power  Associa¬ 
tion. 


ter  alia.,  leave  to  intervene,  rejection  of 
the  tendered  rate  schedules  applicable  to 
them  or,  in  the  alternative,  requesting  a 
full  5  month’s  suspension  of  the  filings  as 
to  them.  Petitioners  state  that  a  full  copy 
of  the  filing  was  not  served  upon  them 
and  that  they  therefore  have  not  had 
adequate  time  to  review  MP&L’s  filing. 
However,  Petitioners  argue  that  the  filing 
for  increased  rates  as  to  Standby  Service 
to  the  Village  of  Hibbing  (Hibbing) ,  the 
City  of  Two  Harbors  (Two  Harbors) ,  and 
the  City  of  Virginia  (Virginia)  should  be 
rejected  as  violative  of  the  fixed-rate, 
fixed-term  contracts  relating  to  this 
service,  as  determined  by  this  Commis¬ 
sion’s  orders  issued  April  29,  1974  and 
June  17,  1974,  in  Minnesota  Power  & 
Light  Company,  Docket  No.  E-8494.  Pe¬ 
titioners  argue  that  the  remainder  of  the 
filing  in  Docket  E-9502  as  to  them  be 
rejected,  or  in  the  alternative,  suspended 
for  five  months  because,  it  is  alleged,  the 
fuel  clause  does  not  conform  to  Order  No. 
517,  the  filing  includes  CWIP  in  rate  base, 
the  revised  contractual  language  contains 
restrictive,  anti-competltive  language, 
and  the  rates  are  generally  excessive. 

On  July  7, 1975,  United  Power  Associa¬ 
tion  (United)  filed  a  letter  of  protest  in¬ 
dicating  that  it  and  Itasca-Mantrap  are 
transmission  service  customers.  United 
notes  that  MP&L  filed  notices  of  cancel¬ 
lation  with  respect  to  the  two  transmis¬ 
sion  agreements  which  would  terminate 
both  of  the  contracts  as  of  Jime  18, 1979. 
Included  with  the  notices  are  proposed 
revised  service  rates  and  conditions  of 
service  which  the  company  proposes  to 
effectuate  as  of  June  18,  1979.  United 
protests  the  proposed  rates  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  service  because  terms  different 
from  those  proposed  by  MP&L  may  be 
required  at  Jime  18, 1979. 

On  July  11,  1975,  MP&L  filed  a  re¬ 
sponse  to  Petitioners’  pleading  arguing 
that  the  proposed  fuel  clause  did,  in  fact, 
conform  with  Order  No.  517,  and  that 
MP&L  had  served  the  requisite  materlsds 
upon  Petitioners  pursuant  to  the  Regu¬ 
lations,  and  that  the  proposed  rates  were 
not  excessive  and  did  not  require  a 
suspension  or  hearing.  MP&L  also  argues 
that  the  proposed  revised  riders  for 
Standby  Service  to  Hibbing.  Virginia  and 
’Two  Harbors  is  similar  to  that  filed  in 
Docket  No.  E)-8494.  However,  MP&L 
states  that  it  has  not  been  collecting  in¬ 
creased  rates  from  Standby  Service  for 
these  three  customers. 

With  respect  to  the  Wadena  filing  in 
Docket  No.  E-9499,  we  have  reviewed 
the  proposed  revised  service  agreement 
entered  into  by  Wadena  and  MP&L  and 
have  found  that  it  is  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  Accordingly,  we  shall  accept  it 
for  filing  to  become  effective  as  of 
July  17,  1975,  thirty  days  after  filing. 
In  light  of  this  action,  we  find  that  MP&L 
Is  not  precluded  imder  the  MobUe-Sierra 
from  unilaterally  filing  in  Docket  No.  E- 
9502  for  a  change  in  rates  imder  Section 
205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  since  the 
revised  service  agreement  contains  a 
Memphis  provision  permitting  such  a 
filing.  Accordingly,  we  shall  accept  for 
filing  MP&L’s  filing  in  Docket  No.  £^9502 


with  respect  to  Wadena  and  suspend  It 
as  hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

With  respect  to  the  filing  in  Docket 
No.  E-8502  relating  to  Standby  Service 
to  Hibbing,  Virginia  and  Two  Hsuhors, 
we  find  that  the  rate  schedules  filed  as 
to  these  customers  are  identical  to  those 
filed  in  Docket  No.  E-8494,  and  rejected 
therein  pursuant  to  the  Mobile-Sierra 
doctrine.  Accordingly,  we  shall  reject  the 
proposed  Standby  Service  riders  filed  in 
Docket  No.  E-9502  relating  to  Virginia, 
Two  Harbors,  and  Hibbing. 

Our  determination  with  respect  to 
these  Mobile-Sierra  issues  is  in  accord 
with  the  statement  of  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit  that  “the  rule  of  Mobile-Sierra  * 
and  Memphis  *  is  refreshingly  simple: 
The  contract  between  the  parties  governs 
the  legality  of  the  filing.  Rate  filings  con¬ 
sistent  with  contractual  obligations  are 
valid." '  The  Court  further  explained  that 
this  applied  “whether  the  parties  agree 
to  a  specific  rate  or  whether  to  a  rate 
changeable  in  a  specific  manner.  In 
either  case,  the  contract  is  binding  and  a 
unllatend  filing  is  ineffective  to  change 
it.’’* 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  notices 
of  cancellation  filed  by  MP&L  for  trans¬ 
mission  service  to  Itasca-Mantrap  and 
United,  we  shall  accept  them  for  filing 
as  of  June  18,  1975.  However,  we  shall 
reject  the  proposed  rates  and  conditions 
of  service  as  to  these  two  services  be¬ 
cause  MP&L  has  not  shown  good  cause 
for  waiver  of  our  notice  requirements 
which  do  not  permit  rate  schedules  to  be 
filed  more  than  ninety  days  prior  to  the 
proposed  effective  date  thereof.  This  ac¬ 
tion  is.  of  course,  without  prejudice  to 
MP&L’s  right  to  file  for  a  change  in  rates 
not  less  than  30  nor  more  than  90  days 
prior  to  the  date  the  two  service  agree¬ 
ments  expire. 

MP&L’s  filing  includes  an  Increase  in 
the  wholesale  service  rates  applicable  to 
Itasca-Mantrap  Cooperative  Electric  As¬ 
sociation  (Itasca-Mantrap)  which  is 
under  contract  with  MP&L  for  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  wholesale  service  which  limits 
MP&L,  for  a  period  of  three  years,  to  an 
increase  of  15%  over  the  level  of  the 
rates  in  effect  for  that  service  during 
September,  1972.  Nowhere  in  the  subject 
contract  or  accompanying  Rate  Schedule 
is  there  provision  which  would  permit 
MP&L  to  change  the  specified  rates 
prior  to  September  28,  1975,  by  making 
a  unilateral  filing  pursuant  to  Section  205 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  Since  MP&L 
has  already  applied,  in  Docket  No.  E-8494 
through  the  application  of  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  91,  for  such  an  increase  in  the 
rate  to  Itasca-Mantrap.  no  further  rate 
Increase  for  service  to  that  customer  can 


•  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  r.  Mobile  Gas 
Service  Corp.,  360  UB.  333  (1866);  rJ>.C.  ▼. 
Sierra  Pacific  Power  Co.,  360  U.S.  348  (1966). 

•  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  v.  Memphis 
Light,  Gas  and  Water  Division,  368  UB.  103 
(1968). 

•  Richmond  Power  and  Light  Co.,  ei  al.  ▼. 
rP.C.,  481  PJld  490,  (D.C.  Clr.  1974) . 

•  Id.  at  497. 
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become  effective  prior  to  September  28, 
1975. 

Our  review  of  that  portion  of  MP&L’s 
not  rejected  above.  Indicates  the  certain 
issu^  are  raised  which  do  not  warrant 
rejection  of  the  filing  but  which  may  re> 
quire  development  in  an  evidentiary  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  proposed  rates,  charges,  and 
conditions  of  ser^ce  to  this  portion  of  the 
filing  have  not  been  shown  to  be  just 
and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust,  im- 
reasonably  imduly  discriminatory,  pref¬ 
erential,  or  otherwise  unlawful.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  shall  accept  for  filing  the  re¬ 
maining  portion  of  the  filing,  suspend  it 
for  thirty  days,  with  the  exception  of  the 
wholesale  service  agreement  relating  to 
Itasca-Mantrap  which  we  shall  suspend 
until  September  28.  1975.  At  the  end  of 
the  respective  suspension  periods,  the  re¬ 
maining  ix>rtlon  of  the  filing  shall  be¬ 
come  effective,  subject  to  refimd,  and 
subject  to  the  condition  set  forth  below 
relating  to  CWIP.  We  shall  also  estab¬ 
lish  appropriate  hearing  procedures. 

MP&L’s  proposed  filing  indicates  that 
a  meastue  of  the  rate  Increase  being 
sought  is  the  result  of  the  Company’s  in¬ 
cluding  the  item  construction  work  in 
progress  (CWIP)  in  the  rate  base  for  the 
test  period  from  which  their  increase  I9 
derived.  By  order  dated  June  13,  1975,  in 
Docket  No.  E-9446,  the  Commi^ion  re¬ 
jected  that  portion  of  Green  Mountain 
Power  Company’s  filing  which  was  the 
result  of  CWn*  being  included  in  the  rate 
base  based  upon  a  test  period  which 
ended  December  31,  1974,  which  facili¬ 
ties  were  not  placed  in  service  during  that 
period.  There,  we  observed  that  while  it 
has  not  been  the  policy  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion  to  permit  utilities  to  earn  a  return 
on  CWIP,  that  practice  is  being  re¬ 
viewed  in  Docket  No.  RM75-13*;  and 
thus,  it  would  be  inappropriate  for 
MP&L  to  refiect  the  inclusion  of  CWIP 
in  the  rate  base  for  facilities  which  will 
ix>t  be  placed  into  service  prior  to  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976,  the  end  of  Period  n.  ’Ihere- 
fore,  the  Company  will  be  required  to 
file  substitute  sheets  reflecting  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  such  CWIP  from  rate  base  within 
15  days  of  the  date  of  this  order. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  MP&L’s  revised 
service  agreement  with  Wadena  filed  in 
Docket  No.  E-9499  to  become  effective 
July  17,  1975,  thirty  days  after  filing. 

(2)  Good  cause  exists  to  deny  Wadena’s 
Motion  to  Reject  MP&L’s  rate  change  fil¬ 
ing  as  to  Wadena  in  Docket  No.  E-9502. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  grant  Peti¬ 
tioners  Motion  to  Reject  MP&L’s  rate  fil¬ 
ing  as  it  applies  to  Standby  Service  to 
Two  Harbors,  Virginia,  and  Hibbing  but 
to  deny  the  remainder  of  Petitioners’  Mo¬ 
tion  to  Reject. 

(4)  The  Notices  of  Cancellation  filed 
by  MP&L  with  respect  to  United  and  to 
the  transmission  service  portion  of  the 
rate  to  Itasca-Mantrap  should  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  as  of  June  18,  1975,  but 
the  proposed  rates  and  terms  of  service 
for  these  two  services  should  be  rejected 
as  hereinafter  providecL 


•Notice  of  which  was  Issued  November  14, 
1974. 


(5)  Pending  a  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  remainder  of  MP&L’s  filing 
not  rejected  above,  should  be  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned,  and  appropri¬ 
ate  hearing  procedures  should  be  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  Sections  205  and  206 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

(6)  Participation  of  Petitioners  and 
Wadena  in  this  proceeding  may  be  in 
the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  MP&L’s 
revised  service  agreement  with  Wadena 
filed  in  Docket  No.  e:-9499  Is  accepted 
for  filing  to  become  effective  July  17, 
1975,  thirty  days  after  filing. 

(B)  Wadena’s  Motion  to  Reject 
MP&L’s  rate  change  filing  as  to  Wadena 
in  Docket  No.  E-9502  is  denied. 

(C)  Petitioners’  Motion  to  Reject 
MP&L’s  rate  filing  in  Docket  No.  E^-9502 
as  it  applies  to  Standby  Service  to 
Hibbing,  Two  Harbors,  and  Virginia  is 
granted  but  the  remainder  of  Petitioners’ 
Motion  to  Reject  is  denied. 

(D)  The  Notices  of  (Cancellation  filed 
by  MP&L  with  respect  to  transmission 
service  to  both  United  and  Itasca-Man¬ 
trap  are  accepted  for  filing  as  of  June  18, 

1975,  but  the  proposed  rates  and  terms 
of  service  for  these  two  services  are  re¬ 
jected  since  good  cause  has  not  been 
shown  for  waiver  of  the  notice  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  Section  35.3  of  the 
Regulations. 

(E)  Pending  a  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  remainder  of  MP&L’s  filing 
not  rejected  above,  is  accepted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  30  days,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  wholesale  service  agree¬ 
ment  with  Itasca-Mantrap  which  shall 
be  suspended  until  September  28,  1975. 
At  the  end  of  the  resp)ectlve  suspension 
periods,  the  filing  shall  become  effective 
subject  to  refund,  and  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Ordering  Paragraph  (P) 
below  relating  the  CWIP. 

(F)  MP&L  shall  be  required  to  file, 
within  15  days  of  the  date  of  Issuance  of 
this  order,  substitute  tariff  sheets  which 
refiect  the  exclusion  of  CWIP  from  the 
rate  base  for  facilities  which  will  not 
be  placed  into  service  prior  to  January  1, 

1976. 

(G)  Pursuant  to  authority  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act,  particularly  Section  205 
thereof,  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 


Regulations  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I) ,  a  hear¬ 
ing  for  purposes  of  cross-examination 
concerning  the  lawfulness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  terms,  conditions  and 
charges  in  MP&L’s  FPC  Rate  Schedule, 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  herein  shall 
be  held  commencing  on  December  16, 
1975,  at  10:00  A.M.,  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

(H)  On  or  before  November  4,  1975, 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its 
prepared  testimony  and  exhibits.  Any 
intervener  evidence  will  be  filed  on  or 
before  November  18,  1975.  Any  rebuttal 
evidence  by  MP&L  shall  be  served  on 
or  before 'December  2,  1975. 

(I)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose. 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  C?PR 
3.5(d)).  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  shall  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(J)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the  con¬ 
vening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  settle¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  Section  1.18  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure. 

(K)  Petitioners  and  Wadena  are  here¬ 
by  permitted  to  intervene  in  these  pro- 
cee^ngs,  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  (rf  the  Commission;  Provided, 
however,  that  the  r>artlcli>ation  of  such 
Interveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  rights  and  interests  specifical¬ 
ly  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  Intervene; 
and  Provided,  further,  that  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  Intervenors  shall  not  be 
considered  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  It  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  issued  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

(L)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Fedekal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Minnesota  Power  &  Light  Compant 


Plied:  June  18, 1975;  effective:  September  28, 1975.^ 


Designations 

1.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  103  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Bate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  103. 

2.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  96  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  96. 

3.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  104  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  104. 

4.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Bate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  106  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  106. 


Description* 
Schedule  92 — City  of  Biwablk. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — City  of  Brainerd. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — City  of  Ely. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92— Cffty  of  OUlMri. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 
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DeacriptUms 

B.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  100  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  100. 

6.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  107  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  107. 

7.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  117  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  117. 

8.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  78  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  78. 

9.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  116  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  116. 

10.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  08  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  08. 

11.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  116  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  115. 

12.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  99  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  99. 

13.  Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  Ill  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 
Supplement  No.  4  to  Rato  Schedule  FPC 
No.  111. 

14.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  118  (supersedes  supplement  No.  3). 
Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
Na  118. 

16.  Supplement  No.  7  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  110  (supersedes  supplement  No.  4). 

16.  Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  119  (supersedes  supplement  No.  4). 
Supplement  No.  7  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  119  (supersedes  supplement  No.  6). 

17.  Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  113  (sui>ersedes  supplement  No.  3). 
Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  113  (supersedes  supplement  No.  4). 

18.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  102  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 

19.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  106  (supersedes  supplement  No.  2). 

20.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  112  (supersedes  supplement  No.  3). 

21.  Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  120. 

22.  Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  62  (supersedes  supplement  No.  4). 

23.  Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  53  (supersedes  supplement  No.  5) . 

24.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 

No.  29. 

26.  Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  96. 


Votes.— Municipals  are:  Cities  of  Blwablk, 
Bralnerd,  Ely,  Gilbert,  Grand  Rapids,  Kee- 
watln,  McKinley,  Mountain  Iron,  Nashwauk, 
Plerz,  Proctor,  Randall,  Staples,  Aitkin,  Buhl, 
Hlbblng,  and  Two  Harbors,  cities  are  all  In 
Minnesota. 

Rural  Electric  Cooperative  Customers  are: 
Itasca-Mantrap  Cooperative  Electrical  Asso¬ 
ciation  and  Stunz  Cooperative  Ught  and 
Power  Association. 

Privately-Oxcned  Electric  System  Customer 
is:  Superior  Water,  Light  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany. 


Designatkmt 

Schedule  92 — ^Village  of  Grand  B(4>ids. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — ^Village  of  Keewatln. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — Village  of  McKinley. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — ^Village  of  Mountain  Iron. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — Village  of  Naskwauk. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — Village  of  Plerz. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — Village  of  Proctor. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — Village  of  Rondall. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Schedule  92 — City  of  Staples. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

Superior  Water,  Light,  and  Power  Company — 
Schedule  92. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

City  of  Two  Harbors — Schedule  92. 

Village  of  Aitkin — Schedule  92. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

VUlage  of  Buhl — Schedule  92. 

Rider  for  standby  service. 

City  of  Virginia — Schedule  92. 

Village  of  Hlbblng — Schedule  92. 

Stunz  Cooperative  Light  and  Power  Associa¬ 
tion — Schedule  93. 

City  of  Wadena — Rate  for  transmission  serv¬ 
ice. 

Itasca-Mantrap  Cooperative  Electrical  Asso¬ 
ciation — Schedule  93. 

Itasca-Mantrf^}  Cooperative  Electrical  Asso¬ 
ciation  (Itasca) — Schedule  93. 

Itasca — Notice  of  Cancellation  of  Transmis¬ 
sion  Agreement. 

United  Power  Association — Notice  of  Cancel¬ 
lation  of  Transmission  Agreement. 


The  Transmission  Service  Customers  are: 
City  of  Wadena,  Itasca-Mantrap  Cooperative 
Electrical  Association,  and  United  Power  As¬ 
sociation. 

Wheeling  Customers  are:  City  of  Virginia 
and  Village  of  Hlbblng. 

(FR  Doc.76-19349  Filed  7-24-75:8:45  amj 


^  Except  Noe.  (22)  and  (23)  which  become 
effective  on  September  28,  1975  and  (24)  and 
(25),  effective  June  18,  1975. 


[Docket  No.  CP76-121 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

July  17,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  10,  1975, 
Northern  Natural  Oas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
12  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  cohvenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  exchange  of  up  to  15,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  with  Natural 
Oas  Pipeline  Company  of  America  (Nat¬ 
ural),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  Lone  Star  Pro¬ 
ducing  Ccxnpany  (Lone  Star)  has  drilled 
twenty  wells  in  Sutton  County,  Texas, 
and  that  Applicant  has  contracted  for 
and  is  purchasing  50  percent  of  the  gas 
produced  by  eight  of  the  wells.  Gas  pur¬ 
chased  by  Applicant  is  said  to  enter  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  system  at  the  outlet  of  Lone 
Star’s  central  separator  in  Sutton 
County.  The  application  indicates  that 
Natural  has  contracted  to  purchase  part 
of  the  remaining  gas  that  Lone  Star  has 
available  in  the  area.  Applicant  states 
that  Natural’s  gathering  system  is  too 
distant  to  connect  economically  to  this 
source  of  supply  and  Natural  has  there¬ 
fore  requested  that  Applicant  accept  gas 
deliveries  from  Natural’s  reserves  in  the 
Sutton  Coimty  area  at  the  outlet  of  the 
separator  for  transportation  and  rede- 
livery  to  Natural  through  existing  facili¬ 
ties  at  the  outlet  of  the  Exxon  Company 
separator  in  Winkler  County,  Texas. 

It  is  stated  that  under  the  terms  of  a 
gas  transportation  and  exchange  agree¬ 
ment  dated  March  11,  1975,  Natural 
would  deliver  to  Applieant  up  to  15,000 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  at  the  Sutton  County 
delivery  point  and  that  Applicant  would 
redeliver  to  Natural  an  equivalent  volume 
at  the  Winkler  County  exchange  point. 
Natural  would  pay  to  Applicant  1.6  cents 
per  Mcf  of  gas  delivered  to  Applicant  at 
the  Sutton  County  exchange  point  in 
consideration  of  the  difference  in  cost 
Incurred  by  Natural  in  treating  the 
volumes  of  gas  delivered  by  Applicant 
and  the  cost  to  Applicant  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  volumes  of  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August  8, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  p>rotest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CPR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 
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Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  S^tlons  7  and 
15  of  the  Natxiral  Oas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fiu*- 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  cm  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  tinless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  apptear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mast  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19342  Filed  7-24-75; 9:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9507] 

OTTER  TAIL  POWER  CO. 

Extension  of  Time 

JuLT  21,  1973. 

On  July  15,  1975,  Otter  Tail  Power 
Compcuiy  filed  a  request  for  an  extension 
of  the  date  on  which  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  iHiotest  may  be  filed  in  the  above 
docket.  The  date  was  set  by  notice  issued 
July  2,  1975.  All  parties  have  been  noti¬ 
fied  of  the  request  and  have  no  objection. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  on  which  petitions  to 
intervene  or  protests  may  be  filed  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  August  4,  1975. 

EIsnnxtu  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19343  FUed  7-24-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-57,  PGA75-1 } 

SOUTH  TEXAS  NATURAL  GAS 
GATHERING  CO. 

Order  Setting  Date  for  Hearing 

JULT  18,  1975. 

On  October  15.  1974,  South  Texas 
Natural  Gas  Gathering  Company 
(South  Texas)  tendered  for  filing  a  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  adjustment  (PGA)  rate 
increase*  pursuant  to  its  PGA  clause. 
Commissimi  review  of  the  October  15 
filing  indicated  that  South  Texas  was 
making  an  emergency  purchase  from 
Miami  Oil  Cmporation  (Miami)  at  a 
rate  above  the  naticmwide  rate  estab¬ 
lished  by  Opinion  No.  699,*  as  amended. 


iTlilrd  Revised  Exhibit  A  (Third  Revised 
POA-1)  to  n’C  Rate  Schedule  No.  2. 

*  Opinion  No.  699,  Docket  No.  R-389-B, 
Opinion  And  Order  Prescribing  Dnlfonn  Na¬ 
tional  Rate  For  Sales  Of  Natural  Oas  Pro¬ 
duced  nom  Walls  Oonunenced  On  Or  AXter 
January  1,  1973,  And  New  Dedications  Of 
Natural  Ou  To  Interstate  Commerce  On  Or 
After  January  1.  1973,  issued  June  21,  1974. 
Tliat  opinion  was  modified  by  Opinion  No. 
699-H  issued  December  4, 1974. 


By  order  of  November  29,  1974,  Docket 
No.  RP73-57,  the  Commission  found 
that  the  claimed  increased  costs  per¬ 
taining  to  this  emergency  purchase 
made  at  a  rate  of  80  cents  per  Mcf 
should  be  suspended  for  one  day  imtil 
December  2, 1974. 

South  Texas’  PGA  rate  increase  filing 
in  the  instant  docket  raises  a  question 
as  to  whether  the  increased  costs  claimed 
therein  relating  to  the  180  day  emergency 
gas  purchase  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  699-H  levels  are  Justified.* 

We  indicated  in  (hider  No.  491-B  is¬ 
sued  November  2, 1973,  mimeo  p.  13,  that 
we  would  “scrutinize  the  rates  of  all 
180  day  emergency  purchases  in  the  re¬ 
view  of  purchased  gas  costs  in  pipeline 
rate  proceedings.  Including  purchased 
gas  .  .  .  adjustment  clause  increases.’* 
We  made  it  clear  that  we  would  “permit 
the  pipeline  to  pass  on  to  the  consumer 
the  rates  of  emergency  purchases  only 
when  such  rates  can  be  shown  to  have 
been  required  by  the  public  interest.” 
Accordingly,  we  are  setting  this  matter 
for  hearing  to  give  South  Texas  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  show  that  the  price  paid  by 
it  pursuant  to  the  emergency  sale  made 
by  Miami  under  Order  No.  491  as 
amended,  which  is  reflected  in  its  PGA 
increases,  are  in  the  public  Interest.  In 
this  connection  we  shall  also  make 
Miami  a  respondent  herein  so  that  it 
may  present  cost  evidence  to  show  that 
the  rate  charged  by  it  is  in  the  public 
interest.* 

Cost  evidence  relating  to  the  producer 
sales  under  Order  No.  491  can  clearly 
provide  the  basis  fm*  “Just  and  reason¬ 
able”  rate  findings.  F.P.C.  v.  Texaco 
Inc.,  417  U.S.  380  (1974) .  It  foUows  then, 
that  the  producer  should  Introduce  rele¬ 
vant  evidence  of  the  cost  involved  in  its 
sale.  Such  evidence  shall  be  considered 
together  with  all  other  material  evi¬ 
dence  which  would  support  a  finding  of 
a  Just  and  reasonable  rate  in  excess  of 
the  national  rate. 

The  cost  evidence  submitted  by  the 
producer  should  Include,  inter  alia,  the 
direct  and  indirect  costs.  Including  the 
cost  of  all  capital  funds  reasonably  al¬ 
located  to  its  sale.  In  addition,  the  pro¬ 
ducer  should  indicate  the  price  for  which 
the  subject  gas  is  now  being  sold,  whether 
in  intrastate  or  interstate  commerce. 

The  pipeline  should  submit  evidence  as 
to  (1)  its  need  for  the  gas,  (2)  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  other  gas  supplies,  (3)  the 
amount  of  gas  purchased  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer  involved  under  the  emergency  pro¬ 
visions  of  Order  No.  491,  as  amended,  (4) 
the  rates  of  other  producer  sales  under 
Order  No.  491  approved  for  flow  through, 
and  (5)  the  prevailing  prices  in  the  area 
for  both  interstate  and  intrastate  sales 
of  gas. 


*  There  Is  no  need  for  South  Texas  to  pre¬ 
sent  any  evidence  with  respect  to  those 
emergency  sales  refiected  In  Its  filing  In 
Docket  No.  RP7S-67,  which  exceed  the  rate 
established  In  Opinion  No.  699  but  do  not 
exceed  the  v<<gh*T  rate  prescribed  In  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  699-H  to  be  effective  as  of  June  21, 
1974. 

‘Under  Order  No.  491-B  producers  are 
not  required  to  make  any  refunds. 


Finally,  the  parties  may  submit  any 
other  evidence  relevant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  determination  of  whether  the  rates 
paid  by  the  pipeline  with  respect  to  sales 
under  Order  No.  491,  as  amended,  are  in 
the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  finds: 

It  is  necessary  and  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  that  the  above-docketed  proceed¬ 
ing  be  set  for  hearing. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections 
4,  5,  7,  14  and  16  thereof,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure, 
and  the  Regulations  imder  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I) ,  Docket  No. 
RP73-57,  PGA  75-1,  Is  set  for  the  purpose 
of  hearing  and  disposition  with  respect 
to  the  emergency  purchase  of  South  Tex¬ 
as  discussed  in  the  body  of  this  order. 

(B)  A  public  hearing  on  the  issue  pre¬ 
sented  herein  shall  be  held  commencing 
on  September  24,  1975,  at  10:00  A.M. 
(EDT)  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NK.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

(C)  Miami  is  hereby  made  a  respond¬ 
ent  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority.  18  CJJl. 
3.5(d) )  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

(E)  South  Texas  and  Miami  shall  file 
their  direct  testimony  and  evidence  on  or 
before  September  10, 1975.  All  testimony 
and  evidence  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  all  parties. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.75-19344  Filed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP76-2] 
TENNESSEE  GAS  nPELINE  CO. 
Application 


July  18,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  2.  1975,  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Applicant).  P.O.  Box 
2521,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-2  an  application  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authoriting  it  to  render  to 
East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company 
(East  Tennessee)  an  off-peak  natural  gas 
storage  service  for  one  year  of  up  to  500,- 
000  Mcf  of  natural  gas,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  requests  that  it  be  author¬ 
ized  to  receive  natural  gas  from  East 
Tennessee  during  the  summer  of  1975  to 
permit  East  Tennessee  to  store  up  to 
500,000  Mcf  and  to  deliver  to  East  Ten¬ 
nessee  its  stored  volumes  during  the 
1975-1976  winter  at  the  rate  of  6,250  Mcf 
per  day.  Applicant  states  that  this  serv¬ 
ice  would  utilize  Applicant’s  available  off- 
& 
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peak  capacity  of  its  existing  pipeline,  and 
would  utilize  the  storage  capacity  made 
available  to  Applicant  by  Consolidated 
Oas- Supply  Corporation  (Consolidated). 
Applicant  states  that  by  a  letter  agree¬ 
ment  between  itself  and  Consolidated, 
a  total  storage  capacity  of  3,940,000  Mcf 
was  sold  to  it  and  fmrther  that  500,000 
Mcf  of  the  3,940,000  Mcf  of  storage  ca¬ 
pacity  is  available  for  a  one-year  period. 

Applicant  alleges  that  East  Tennessee 
has  been  imable  to  utilize  fully  its  own 
storage  facilities  for  liquefied  natural 
gas  (LNG)  because  of  delays  in  con¬ 
struction.  Applicant  further  alleges  that 
East  Tennessee  anticipates  a  curtail¬ 
ment  of  26  percent  of  its  priority  2  re¬ 
quirements  customers  during  the  1975- 
1976  winter  with  its  own  storage  capac¬ 
ity  completely  utilized  and  that  East 
Tennessee  is  unable  to  store  more  than 
439,500  Mcf  of  gas  in  its  LNG  facilities. 
It  is  said  that  this  would  result  in  an 
additional  curtailment  of  East  Ten¬ 
nessee’s  supplemental  winter  service  of 
500,000  Mcf  of  gas.  Applicant  requests 
authorization  to  store  500,000  Mcf  of  gas, 
purchased  under  Rate  Schedule  G-1  by 
East  Tennessee  for  one  year  imder  a  spe¬ 
cial  rate  schedule  to  be  filed  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  Applicant  states  that  ordinarily 
Rate  Schedule  G-1  is  not  available  to  a 
customer  with  access  to  imderground 
storage,  but  considering  the  extraordi¬ 
nary  circumstances  of  the  situation  and 
that  the  limited  period  of  the  proposed 
storage  service  Applicant  requests  that 
the  restriction  in  Rate  Schedule  G-1  be 
waived. 

Applicant  states  that  the  cost  of  the 
proposed  service  would  be  a  purchased 
storage  service  charge,  which  would  equal 
the  monthly  billing  to  Applicant  by  Con¬ 
solidated  for  the  purchased  storage  serv¬ 
ice  applicable  to  the  instant  application, 
and  an  additional  storage  service  charge 
of  84.84  cents  per  Mcf  multiplied  by  the 
actual  withdrawal  volume  during  the 
month. 

Applicant  states  that  when  the  daily 
volume  requested  is  more  than  the  daily 
volume  available,  it  would  withdraw  nat¬ 
ural  gas  from  its  own  storage  facilities 
if  possible  to  deliver  to  the  storage  cus¬ 
tomers  and  accept  deliveries  of  gas  to 
replace  such  volumes  on  days  when  stor¬ 
age  customers’  requests  are  below  the 
dally  volume  avail^le  of  26,100  Mcf  of 
gas  to  Applicant  from  Consolidated. 

Applicant  fiulher  requests  that  the 
instant  application  be  consolidated  with 
the  application  pending  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-376,  in  which  Applicant  requests 
authorization  to  render  a  two-year  stor¬ 
age  service  to  ten  New  England  C^istom- 
ers  with  the  balance  of  the  storage  ca¬ 
pacity  available  from  Consolidated. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August  6. 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  R^es  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  crPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CPR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 


Commission  will  be  considered  by  It  In 
determining  the  appropriate  actkm  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pn>- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  betxnne  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  piusuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  juris^ction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natiutd  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Ccxnmission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  fuipear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Maky  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-19346  Piled  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-73] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Granting  Untimely  Petition  To 
Intervene 

July  18,  1975. 

On  March  14,  1975,  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  East¬ 
ern)  tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  to  provide  for  a 
rate  increase  in  Jurisdictional  revenues 
of  approximately  $103,300,000  annually. 

Public  notice  of  Texas  Eastern’s  filing 
was  issued  on  March  19,  1975,  with  com¬ 
ments,  protests  and  petitions  to  intervene 
due  on  or  before  April  2,  1975. 

An  untimely  petition  to  Intervene  In 
these  proceedings  was  filed  by  Long  Is¬ 
land  Lighting  Company.  Having  reviewed 
such  petition,  we  conclude  that  the  Com¬ 
pany  has  a  sufficient  interest  in  these 
proceedings  to  warrant  its  intervention 
herein. 

The  Commission  finds : 

It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  permit  the  intervention  in  these 
proceedings  of  Long  Island  Lighting 
Company. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Long  Island  Lighting  Company  is 
hereby  permitted  to  Intervene  in  these 
proceedings,  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission;  provided, 
however,  that  participation  of  such  in¬ 
tervener  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  asserted  rights  and  Interests  *88 
specifically  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
intervene;  and  provided,  further,  that 


the  admission  of  such  Intervenor  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  it  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
(Commission  entered  in  these  proceed¬ 
ings. 

(B)  The  intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  these  proceed¬ 
ings. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-19346  FU*d  7-24-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  RI*73-133:  PGA76-31 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Filing  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheet 

July  21,  1975. 

Take  notice  tiiat  on  July  14,  1975, 
United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United) 
tendered  for  filing  Substitute  Twenty- 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  This 
revised  tariff  sheet  is  being  filed,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Commlssi(xi  order  issued  June  30, 
1975,  to  eliminate  from  United’s  May  16, 
1975  PGA  filing  producer  rate  charges 
which  did  not  become  effective  by  July  1, 
1975. 

Copies  of  the  revised  tariff  sheet  and 
supporting  data  are  being  mailed  to 
United’s  Jurisdictional  customers  and 
interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  F^eral 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Btreet,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CTR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  31,  1975.  Protests  wlU  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceedings.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  thi.s 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  insE>ection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19347  PUed  7-24-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  CP74-361 

EXXON  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  CALIFORNIA, 
SANTA  BARBARA  CHANNEL  PIPELINE 
PROJECT 

Availability  of  Staff  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

July  25, 1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  in  the  above 
docket,  that  on  July  25,  1975,  as  required 
by  Section  2.82(b)  of  Commission  Order 
No.  415-C,  a  Final  Environmental  Im- 
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pact  Statement  prepared  by  the  staff  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  was  made 
arailable.  This  final  statement  deals  with 
an  application  by  Exxon  Pipeline  Ccnn- 
pany  of  California,  Docket  No.  CP74-35 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  under  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  authorizing  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  8  miles  of  12-lnch 
natural  gas  pip^ne  and  gas  treatment 
facilities.  These  facilities  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  in  Santa  Barbara  County,  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  offshore  in  the  Santa  Bar¬ 
bara  Channel. 

This  final  statement  has  been  circu¬ 
lated  to  Federal,  state,  and  local  agen¬ 
cies,  has  been  placed  in  the  public  files 
of  the  Commission,  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection  at  its  Oflace  of  Public 
Information,  Ro(»n  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NJE..  Washington,  D.C. 
and  its  regional  office  located  at  555  Bat¬ 
tery  St.,  San  Francisco,  California  94111. 
Copies  may  be  obtain^  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

iFR  Doc.76-19516  FUed  7-24-75;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9039] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 
Compliance  Filing 

July  22. 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  3,  1975, 
Northern  States  Power  Company 
(Northern  Estates)  tendered  for  filing 
certain  Information  concerning  its  pro¬ 
posed  fuel  clause  and  comparative  costs, 
in  response  to  a  deficiency  letter  dated 
December  13, 1974  from  the  Secretary  of 
this  Commission.  Specifically,  Northern 
States  offered  reasons  for  the  differential 
in  fuel  costs  at  the  site  of  its  plant  Alma 
No.  6  and  the  western  coal  costs  as  re¬ 
ported  in  its  FPC  Form  No.  423. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
prote^  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  CTommission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
acccHxlance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  29, 1975. 
Protests  will  be  ccmsidered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  bk»me  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-19517  FUed  7-34-75:8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

AMERICAN  SECURITY  CORPORATION 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

American  Security  Corporaticm,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 


FEDERAL 


approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  SBMT  American  Security  and 
Trust  Company,  Washington,  D.C.  ’The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of 
the  Act  ( 12  U.S.C.  1842  (c) ) . 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Rich¬ 
mond.  Any  pers(m  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  August  21,  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System.  July  21, 1975, 

[SEAL]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

1 FR  Doc.75-19391  FUed  7-34-76;8;46  am] 


BANKS  OF  IOWA,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Banks  of  Iowa.  Inc.,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approv¬ 
al  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  80  percent  or  more  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Key  City  Bank  and 
Trust  Company,  Dubuque,  Iowa.  The  fac¬ 
tors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  Inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  Augrust  8, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  17,  1975. 

[seal]  Robert  Smith  HI, 

Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Boards 

[FR  Doc.75-19368  FUed  7-24-75:8:45  am) 


CITIZENS  BANCORP 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Citizens  Bancorp,  Maud,  Oklahoma, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  §  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  1842(a)(3))  to 
acquire  80  per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Citizens  State  Bank.  Maud. 
Oklahoma.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  application  are  set 
forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  ai^licatfon  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington.  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  August  19,  1975. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  17, 1975. 

[seal]  Robert  Smith  m. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 
(FR  Doc.75-19369  Filed  7-24-76:8:45  am] 


COMMUNITY  STATE  AGENCY,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Ccanmunlty  State  Agency,  Inc.,  Bloom¬ 
ington,  Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  !  3(a)  (1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  80  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Com¬ 
munity  State  Bank,  Bloomington,  Minn¬ 
esota.  The  factors  that  are  considered  in 
acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
§  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minneapolis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  August  8, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  18, 1975. 

[  seal  ]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-19370  FUed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


FIRST  BANC  GROUP,  INC. 

Proposed  Retention  of  St  Louis  Computer 
Center,  Inc. 

First  Banc  Group,  Inc.,  Creve  Coeur, 
Missouri,  has  applied,  pursuant  to  i  4(c) 
(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1843(c)  (8) )  and  S  225.4(b)  (2) 
of  the  Board’s  Regulation  T,  for  permis¬ 
sion  to  retain  voting  shares  of  St  Louis 
Cwnputer  Center,  Inc.,  Creve  (Joeur, 
Missouri.  Notice  of  the  application  was 
published  on  May  10,  1975  in  The  St. 
Louis  Countian,  a  new^>aper  circulated 
in  the  County  of  St  Louis,  Bfissourl. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  sub¬ 
sidiary  would  engage  In  the  foUowlng  ac¬ 
tivities:  Provide  data  processing  services 
for  the  holding  company  and  its  banking 
subsidiaries  and  to  store  and  process  for 
custcHners  financial  data,  such  as  per¬ 
forming  payroU,  accoimts  receivable,  ac¬ 
counts  payable,  and  gmeral  ledger  serv¬ 
ices.  Siich  activities  have  been  specified 
by  the  Board  in  9  225.4(a)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  Y  as  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of 
Individual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  {  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum- 
matlcHi  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  imdue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion.  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
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the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  pr(H>06es  to  submit  or  to  elicit  at 
the  hearing  and  a  statement  ot  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  this  matter  should  not  be  re¬ 
solved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  ofiBcee  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
August  19. 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System.  July  17, 1975. 

[seal!  Robert  Smith  ni. 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

I  PR  Doc.75-19371  PUed  7*24-75; 8: 46  am] 


FIRST  NATIONAL  CHARTER 
CORPORATION 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Fii-st  National  Charter  Corporation, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  S  3(a)  (3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  80  per  cent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Excelsior 
Trust  Company  of  Excelsior  Springs. 
Missouri,  Excelsior  Springs,  Missouri. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  S  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  o£Bce  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary.  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  thw  August  11.  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  21,  1975. 

[SEAL]  Griffith  L.  Garwooo, 

Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Board.  ■ 

(PR  Doc.76-19392  Plied  7-24-75;8:45  »m] 


RRST  NATIONAL  CINCINNATI 
CORPORATION 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  National  Cincinnati  Corporation, 
Cincinnati.  Ohio,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  9  3(a)  (3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualify¬ 
ing  shares)  of  ’The  Miami  Deposit  Bank, 
Yellow  Springs,  Ohio.  ’The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  are  set  fmih  in  9  3(c)  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(0). 

Hie  aivUcatlon  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  ttie  Board  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
ap^cation  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary.  Board  of  Governors 


of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  August  8, 1975.. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  18, 1975. 

[SEAL]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.75-19372  Plied  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


FOB,  CORP. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

FOB,  Corp.,  Belleville,  Illinois,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
§  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  of  formation 
of  a  bank  holding  company  through 
acquisition  of  100  per  cent  of  the  voting 
shares  (less  directors’  qualifying  shares) 
of  the  successor  by  merger  to  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  of  Belleville.  Belleville,  Illi¬ 
nois.  The  bank  into  which  Bank  is  to  be 
merged  has  no  significance  except  as  a 
means  to  facilitate  the  acquisition  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Bank.  Accordingly,  the 
pn^?oeed  acquisition  of  shares  of  the  suc¬ 
cessor  organlzatiim  is  treated  herein  as 
the  proposed  acquisition  of  the  shares  of 
Bank. 

Applicant  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to 
9  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c) 
(8) )  and  9  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  for  permission  to  acquire 
100  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Illi¬ 
nois  State  Trust  Company,  East  St. 
Louis.  Illinois  (“Company”).  Company 
engages  in  performing  or  carrying  on  any 
one  or  more  of  the  functions  or  activities 
that  may  be  perfinmed  or  carried  cm  by 
a  trust  company,  including  activities  of  a 
fiduciary,  agency,  mr  custodian  nature. 
Such  activities  have  been  determined  by 
the  Board  in  9  225.4(a>  (4)  of  Regulaticm 
Y  to  be  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies,  subject  to  Board  sq^proval  of 
individual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
9  225.4(b)  of  Regulation  Y. 

Notice  of  the  applications,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  99  3  and  4  of 
the  Act  (40  FR  21540) .  TTie  time  for  filing 
comments  and  views  has  expired,  and  the 
Board  has  considered  the  applications 
and  all  comments  received  in  light  of  the 
factors  set  forth  in  9  3(c)  ot  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)),  suid  the  considerations 
specified  in  9  4(c>(8>-  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1843(c)(8)), 

Apcdicant  is  a  recently-formed  corpo¬ 
ration  organized  for  the  purposes  of  be¬ 
coming  a  bank  bidding  company  throu^ 
the  acquisition  of  Bank  and  oi  engaging 
in  trust  company  activities  through  the 
acquisition  of  Company.  Bemk  holds  de¬ 
posits  of  approximately  $110  mllllcai,' 
rQ>resenting  1.6  per  cent  of  the  total  de- 
p>06its  in  commercial  banks  in  the  St. 

*  All  banking  data  are  as  of  December  31. 
1974,  and  reflect  bank  holding  conq>any  tar- 
matlons  and  acquisitions  approved  by  the 
Board  through  June  30.  1975. 


Louis  banking  market,*  and  thereby 
ranks  as  the  tenth  largest  of  122  banks 
(grating  therein.  Since  the  purpose  of 
the  proposed  transaction  is  to  effect  a 
transfer  of  the  ownership  Bank  fnxn 
individuals  to  a  corporaticQ  owned  by  the 
same  individuals,  with  no  major  changes 
in  Bank’s  management  or  operations, 
and  Afipllcant  has  no  present  banking 
subeidiajdes,  consummatimi  of  the  pro- 
pioeal  would  not  have  any  significant 
adverse  effect  on  competition  in  any  rel¬ 
evant  area.  Therefore,  the  Board  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  competitive  considera¬ 
tions  are  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application  to  acquire  Bank. 

The  financial  condition  and  manage¬ 
rial  resources  of  Bank  are  considered 
satisfactory  and  its  future  prospects  ap¬ 
pear  favorable.  Applicant’s  financial  con¬ 
dition  and  management  are  satisfactory 
and  its  future  prospects,  which  are  de¬ 
pendent  upon  the  operations  of  Bank 
and  Cwnpany,  also  ai^jear  favorable. 
Thus,  the  banking  factors  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application  to  ac¬ 
quire  Bank.  Although  Applicant  does  not 
proposed  any  immediate  changes  in 
Bank’s  services  as  a  result  of  this  trans¬ 
action,  the  considerations  relating  to  the 
convenience  and  needs  of  the  residents 
of  the  community  to  be  served  are  re¬ 
garded  as  being  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  aiH>llcatlon  to  acquire 
Bank.  Therefore,  it  is  the  Board’s  judg¬ 
ment  that  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  form  a  bank  holding  ccnnpany 
would  be  consistmt  with  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  that  the  application  should  be 
approved. 

In  conjunctlMi  with  its  application  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company.  Appli¬ 
cant  also  proposes  to  perform  trurt  serv¬ 
ices  through  the  acquisition  oi  Company. 
Company  operates  three  offices  in  Illi¬ 
nois — one  in  East  St.  Louis  and  two  in 
Belleville.  In  1973,  Company  derived  ap¬ 
proximately  $350,000  in  income  from  its 
opwatlons,  representing  1.5  per  cent  of 
the  total  Income  of  trust  organizations  in 
the  relevant  market,*  and  on  this  basis 
ranked  as  the  sixth  largest  trust  organi¬ 
zation  operating  therein.  Bank  also  per¬ 
forms  trust  services  within  this  market. 
In  1973,  Bank’s  trust  department  derived 
income  of  approximately  $181,000  from 
its  operations,  representing  0.8  per  cent 
of  the  total  trust  income  in  the  market 
and  ranked  as  the  market’s  eighth  larg¬ 
est  trust  organization.  There  are  37  other 
organizations  with  trust  powers  operat¬ 
ing  within  the  market.  Together,  the 
largest  three  trust  organizations  in  the 
market  control  88.9  per  cent  of  the  mai-- 
ket’s  total  income  derived  from  trust  op¬ 
erations.  In  view  of  the  relatively  small 
size  of  Company  and  Bank  in  relation  to 
others  in  the  market  and  the  number  of 

*Tlie  St.  lioxila  banking  market  is  approx¬ 
imated  by  aU  of  the  City  of  St.  Louis  and  St. 
Louis  County,  portiona  of  St.  Charles  and 
Jefferson  Counties  in  MlssourL  portiona 
of  Madison  and  St.  Clair  Counties  in  Illinois. 

*  The  relevant  geographic  market  for  trust 
services  ia  approximated  by  the  St.  Louis 
banking  market  and  all  of  St.  Clair  County, 
Illinois. 


FEOHtAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  144 — FRIDAY,  JULY  25,  1975 


31286 


NOTICES 


other  competitors,  it  apiiears  that  Appli¬ 
cant’s  acquisition  of  Company  would  not 
have  a  significant  adverse  effect  on  exist¬ 
ing  or  future  comiJetition.  Moreover, 
there  is  no  evidence  in  the  record  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  result  in  any  undue  concentration 
of  resources,  unfair  competition,  con¬ 
flicts  of  interests,  unsoimd  banking  prac¬ 
tices  or  other  adverse  effects  on  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest.  On  the  other  hand,  upon 
consiunmation  of  the  proposal,  Appli¬ 
cant  proposes  to  offer  additional  services 
to  trust  customers  and  employ  profes¬ 
sional  investment  services.  This  should 
result  in  increased  competition  within 
the  market  and  benefit  the  public 
generally. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  and  other  con¬ 
siderations  reflected  in  the  record,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  the  consider¬ 
ations  affecting  the  competitive  factors 
under  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  and  the  balance 
of  the  public  interest  factors  the  Board 
must  consider  under  §  4(c)  (8)  both  favor 
approval  of  Applicant’s  proposals. 

Accordingly,  the  applications  are  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  reasons  summarized 
above.  The  acquisition  of  Bank  shall  not 
be  made  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  and  neither  the  acquisition  of 
Bank  nor  the  acquisition  of  Company 
shall  be  made  later  than  three  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Order, 
unless  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority.  The  determination 
as  to  Company’s  activities  is  subject  to 
the  conditions  set  forth  in  section  225.4 
(c)  of  Regulation  Y  and  to  the  Board’s 
authority  to  require  reports  by,  and  make 
examinations  of,  holding  companies  and 
their  subsidiaries  and  to  require  such 
modiflcation  m:  termination  of  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  a  bank  hcddlng  company  or  any 
of  Its  std)sidlaries  as  the  Board  finds 
necessary  to  assure  compliance  with  the 
provisions  and  purposes  of  the  Act  and 
the  Board’s  regulations  and  orders  Issued 
thereunder,  or  to  prev^t  evasion  thereof. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  July  18, 1975. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  DOC.7&-19393  FUed  7-24-75;8:46  am] 


KANSAS  STATE  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

Ksmsas  State  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Man¬ 
hattan,  Kansas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  S  3(a)  (1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  n.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  of  formation  of  a  bank 
holding  company  through  acquisition  of 
80  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Kansas 
State  Bank  of  Manhattan,  Manhattan, 
Kansas  (“Bank”). 


« Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Bums 
and  Oovemors  Holland.  Walllch,  Coldwell 
and  Jackson.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Oov¬ 
emors  Mitchell  and  Bucher. 


Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  S  3(b)  of  the  Act. 
The  time  for  filing  comments  and  views 
has  expired,  and  the  application  and  all 
comments  received  have  been  considered 
in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in  $  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ). 

Applicant  is  a  non-operating  company 
recently  organized  for  the  purpose  of 
becoming  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  Bank  (deposits  of 
$12.3  million)*  is  the  smallest  of  four 
banks  in  Manhattan,  Kansas,  an  agri¬ 
culturally  oriented  area  located  in  the 
north-central  portion  of  the  State  ap¬ 
proximately  100  miles  west  of  Kansas 
City.  Bank  is  the  sixth  largest  of  thirteen 
banks  in  the  relevant  banking  market* 
and  holds  6.4  per  cent  of  the  total  com¬ 
mercial  bank  deposits  therein.  Upon  ac¬ 
quisition  of  Bank,  Applicant  woiild  con¬ 
trol  the  182nd  largest  bank  in  Kansas, 
with  .15  per  cent  of  total  deposits  in  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  the  State.  Since  the  sub¬ 
ject  proposal  represents  a  restructuring 
of  existing  ownership  interests  of  Bank 
and  since  Applicant  has  no  present  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  it  is  concluded  that  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  proposal  would  not  eliminate 
existing  or  potential  competition,  nor 
have  an  adverse  effect  on  other  area 
banks. 

A  principal  of  Applicant  is  also  a  prin¬ 
cipal  in  another  registered  one-bank 
holding  company  with  a  banking  subsidi¬ 
ary  in  Sylvan  Grove,  Kansas,  approxi¬ 
mately  120  miles  west  of  Manhattan. 
Since  the  latter  bank  is  located  in  a  dis¬ 
tant.  separate  banking  market  from  that 
of  Bank,  it  appears  that  no  existing  com¬ 
petition  would  be  eliminated,  nor  poten¬ 
tial  competition  foreclosed,  as  a  result  of 
consummation  of  this  proposal.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  concluded  that  competitive 
considerations  are  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  AniU- 
cant,  which  will  depend  upon  those  of 
Bank,  are  considered  to  be  generally  sat¬ 
isfactory.  In  addition,  it  appears  that 
Applicant  would  be  in  a  position  to  pro¬ 
vide  Bank  with  additional  capital  ihould 
the  need  arise  in  the  future.  Therefore, 
omisiderations  relating  to  banking  fac¬ 
tors  are  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application.  Although  consummation  of 
the  transaction  would  have  no  immedi¬ 
ate  effect  on  area  banking  needs,  consid¬ 
erations  relating  to  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  commimlty  to  be  served  are 
also  deemed  to  be  cmisistent  with  i4>- 
proval  of  the  apcdicaticm.  It  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that  consummation  of  the 
transaction  would  be  consistent  with  the 
public  Interest  and  that  the  application 
should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum- 


*A11  banlUng  data  are  as  ot  December  31, 
1974. 

*The  relevant  banking  market  la  tq>proz- 
Imated  by  the  northern  portion  of  Oeary 
County,  Riley  County,  and  the  southwestern 
portion  of  Pottawatomie  County, 


marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  unless  such  period  is  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
acting  pursuant  to  delegated  authority 
from  the  Board  of  Governors,  effective 
July  21,  1975. 

[seal!  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

I  FR  Doc.75-19394  PUed  7-a4-75;8:45  am] 


MANUFACTURERS  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Manufacturers  National  Corporation, 
Detroit,  Michigan,  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act.  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a) 
(3)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3))  to 
acquire  all  of  the  voting  shares  of  the 
successor  by  consolidation  to  Bay  City 
Bank  b  Trust  Company.  Bay  City,  Mich¬ 
igan  (“Bank”).  The  bank  into  which 
Bank  is  to  be  merged  has  no  significance 
except  as  a  means  to  facilitate  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank. 
Accordingly,  the  propKised  acquisition  of 
shares  of  the  successor  organization  is 
treated  herein  as  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  the  shares  of  Bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired,  and  the  application 
and  all  comments  received  have  been 
considered  in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.6.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  third  largest  banking 
organization  in  Michigan,  controls  three 
banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of  approx¬ 
imately  $2.4  billion,  representing  8.5  per 
cent  of  the  total  deposits  in  commercial 
banks  in  the  State.*  Acquisition  of  Bank 
would  increase  Applicant’s  share  of  State 
deposits  by  about  0.2  of  a  percentage 
point  and  would  not  significantly  in¬ 
crease  the  concentration  of  banking  re¬ 
sources  in  Michigan. 

Bank  holds  deposits  cff  approximately 
$54.4  million,  representing  12.4  per  cent 
of  the  total  deposits  in  commercial  banks 
In  the  relevant  market,  and  thereby 
ranks  as  the  third  largest  of  six  banks 
operating  therein.*  The  ofiSlce  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  subsidiaiy  bcuik  closest  to  an  of¬ 
fice  of  Bank  Is  located  86  miles  away  in 
Rochester,  Michigan.  It  appears  that  no 
meaningful  competition  presently  exists 
between  any  of  Applicant’s  banking  sub¬ 
sidiaries  and  Bank,  nor  does  it  appear 
likely  that  any  significant  competition 


*  AU  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1974, 
and  represent  all  bolding  company  forma¬ 
tions  and  acquisitions  through  June  30, 1078. 
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would  develop  between  them  in  view  of 
the  distances  involved  and  Michigan’s  re¬ 
strictive  branching  laws.  Although  Ap¬ 
plicant  could  enter  the  area  de  novo,  such 
entry  appears  unlikely  because  the  pop¬ 
ulation  per  banking  office  ratio  of  the 
market  is  below  that  of  the  State.  More¬ 
over,  in  view  of  Bank’s  small  size  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  two  larger  banks  in  the  mar¬ 
ket,  such  entry  by  Applicant  should  have 
a  salutary  effect  on  competition  by  intro¬ 
ducing  the  resources  of  another  large 
banking  organization  to  compete  in  the 
market.  It  is  concluded  that  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  proposal  would  not  have  a 
significantly  adverse  effect  on  competi¬ 
tion  in  any  relevant  area,  and  that 
competitive  considerations  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application. 

’The  financial  condition  and  manager¬ 
ial  resources  of  Applicant,  its  subsidi¬ 
aries,  and  Bank  are  regarded  as  generally 
satisfactory  and  the  future  prospects  for 
each  appear  favorable.  Thus,  the  bank¬ 
ing  factors  are  consistent  with  approval 
of  the  application.  Applicant  proposes  to 
Improve  Bank’s  trust  department,  pro¬ 
vide  for  successor  management,  intro¬ 
duce  a  new  leasing  service,  and  improve 
customer  services  in  the  areas  of  per¬ 
sonal  loans  and  agricultural  and  inter¬ 
national  accounts.  Thus,  the  considera¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  residents  of  the  community 
to  be  served  lend  some  weight  toward 
approval  of  the  application.  Therefore, 
it  is  concluded  that  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action  would  be  in  the  public  interest 
and  that  the  application  should  be 
approved. 

(FB  Doc.76-19396  Piled  7-24-76;8:45  am] 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  i^^pll- 
catlon  Is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  Order,  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  alter  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  unless  such  period  is  extended  for 
good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Boaid,  acting  pursuant  to  delegated  au¬ 
thority  for  the  Board  of  Governors,  ef¬ 
fective  July  21, 1976. 

fSEALl  THKODORK  E.  ALLISON, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(PR  Doc.75-19395  Plied  7-24-75;8;45  am] 


NATIONAL  aTY  CORPORATION 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

National  City  Corporation,  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  i  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  1842(a) 
(3) )  to  acquire  89  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  ’The  First  Natlcmal  Bank 
of  Ashland.  Ashland,  Ohio.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap- 
pllcatlcm  are  set  forth  in  S  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 


■The  relevant  market  Is  approximated  by 
the  Bay  City-Midland  BMA  In  Michigan. 


’The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleve¬ 
land.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  showed  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Fed«nl  Reserve  Systan, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  August  19, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  17, 1975. 

Tseal]  Robert  Smith  IK. 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.75  19373  PUed  7.-24-75;8:45  am] 


NORTH  FLORIDA  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

North  Florida  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Pan¬ 
ama  City,  Florida,  has' applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)  (1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)  (1) )  of  formation  of  a  bank  hold¬ 
ing  company  through  acquisition  of  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
The  Bay  National  Bank  and  ’Trust  Co. 
(“Bay  Bank’’)  and  ’The  First  National 
Bank  (“Panama  City  Bank’’),  both  of 
Panama  City,  Florida. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  Interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  §  3(b)  of  the  Act.  The 
time  for  filing  comments  and  views  has 
expired,  and  the  Board  has  considered 
the  application  and  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  In  light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in 
9  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

Applicant,  a  non-operating  corporation 
with  no  subsidiaries,  was  recently  orga¬ 
nized  for  the  purpose  of  becoming  a  bank 
holding  company  through  the  acquisition 
of  Bay  Bank  and  Panama  City  Bank.  The 
subject  banks  have  aggregate  deposits  of 
$79.4  million,  representing  approximately 
.4  percent  of  the  total  deposits  in  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  Florida.*  It  appears  that 
approval  of  the  application  would  not  in¬ 
crease  significantly  the  concentration  of 
banking  resources  in  the  State. 

Bay  Bank  (deposits  of  $65.6  million) 
and  Panama  (^ty  Bank  (deposits  of  $13.8 
million)  are  located  in  the  Bay  Coimty 
banking  market  (the  relevant  banking 
market) .  Of  the  seven  banks  in  the  mar¬ 
ket,  Bay  Bank  ranks  as  the  largest  and 
Panama  City  Bank  as  the  fourth  largest, 
with  approximately  37  per  cent  and  8  per 
cent  of  the  total  market  deposits,  respec¬ 
tively.  Upon  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction.  Applicant  would  be¬ 
come  the  largest  banking  organization  in 
the  market,  controlling  45  per  cent  of 
total  deposits  therein.  The  second  largest 
organization  controls  three  banks  with 
approximately  41  per  cent  of  total  mar¬ 
ket  deposits;  the  remaining  two  banks 
In  the  market  are  subsidiaries  of  the 
State’s  largest  bank  holding  company  and 


■AH  banking  data  ara  as  at  Deesmber  SI, 
1974;  all  nuirkat  data  ara  as  of  Jiuia  SO.  1974 
and  reflect  bank  holding  company  forma¬ 
tions  and  acquisitions  approved  by  the  Board 
through  April  30,  1976. 


hold  in  the  aggregate  almost  14  per  cent 
of  total  market  deposits.  Although  Bay 
Bank  and  Panama  City  Bank  are  located 
in  the  same  banking  market,  they  do  not 
actively  compete  with  each  other  due  to 
the  fact  that  they  have  been  under  com¬ 
mon  ownership  and  management  for  over 
10  years.  In  the  absence  of  consummation 
of  this  proposal,  it  is  unlikely  that  this 
existing  affiliation  would  terminate  in  the 
foreseeable  future.  Accorldngly.  since  this 
proposal  represents  a  corporate  reorgani¬ 
zation  of  the  ownership  of  subject  banks, 
it  appears  that  consummation  of  the 
transaction  would  not  eliminate  any  ex¬ 
isting  or  future  competition  between 
subject  banks  nor  would  there  be  any 
adverse  effects  on  any  bank  in  the  rele¬ 
vant  market.  On  the  basis  of  the  record, 
the  Board  concludes  that  competitive 
considerations  are  consistent  with  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  resources 
and  future  prospects  of  Applicant,  which 
are  dependent  upon  those  ot  the  two 
banks  to  be  acquired,  are  considered  to 
be  generally  satisfactory,  especially  in 
view  of  Applicant’s  commitment  to  inject 
additional  equity  capital  into  one  of  its 
proposed  subsidiary  banks.  Accordingly,, 
considerations  relating  to  the  banking 
factors  are  consistent  with  approval  of 
the  application.  Although  consummation 
of  the  transaction  would  have  no  im¬ 
mediate  effect  on  the  banking  needs  of 
the  residents  in  the  market,  considera¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served  are 
regarded  as  consistent  with  approval.  It 
is  the  Board’s  judgment  that  the  trans¬ 
action  would  be  consistmt  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  that  the  application 
should  be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  The  transaction  shall 
not  be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  cal¬ 
endar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three  mcmths 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Order,  un¬ 
less  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  July  18, 1975. 

[sxALl  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.73-19374  FUed  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


SOUTHEASTERN  BANCSHARES.  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Southeastern  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Broken  ] 
Bow,  Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the  ; 
Board’s  approval  imder  9  3(a)  (1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  ‘ 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding  | 
company  through  acquisition  of  100  per-  ! 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors’  ! 
qualifying  shares)  of  First  Bank  ft  Trust,  < 
Broken  Bow,  Oklahoma.  ’The  factors  that  | 

-  I 

■  Voting  for  this  action:  Oovemors  Bucher.  | 
Holland.  ColdweU  and  Jackson.  Absent  and  > 
not  voting:  Chairman  Bums  and  Oovemors  ] 
Mitchell  and  Wallich.  •> 
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are  considered  in  acting  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  Inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  In  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20551  to  be  received  not  later 
than  August  21,  1875. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  21,  1975. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-19396  PUed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


WINTERS  NATIONAL  CORPORATION, 
DAYTON,  OHIO 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Euclid 
National  &nk,  Euclid,  Ohio 

Winters  National  Corporation,  Dayton, 
Ohio  (Applicant),  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act,  has  applied  for 
approval  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,  under  Sec¬ 
tion  3(a)(3)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)  (3) ),  to  acquire  up  to  100%,  less  di¬ 
rectors’  qualif^ng  shares,  of  the  suc¬ 
cessor  by  merger  to  Euclid  National 
Bank,  Euclid,  Ohio  (Bank).  The  bank 
into  which  Bank  is  to  be  merged  has  no 
significance  except  as  a  means  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  acquisition  of  the  voting  shares 
<rf  Bank.  Accordingly,  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  of  shares  of  the  successor  or- 
faiAization  is  treated  herein  as  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  of  the  shares  of  Bank. 

Notice  of  the  application  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  intciested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  Section  3(b)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(b)).  The  Ume  for 
filing  comments  and  views  has  expired 
and  none  have  been  timely  received.  The 
Reserve  Bank  has  considered  the  appli¬ 
cation  in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
ki  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  thirteenth  largest  bank¬ 
ing  organization  in  Ohio,  controls  one 
bank  with  domestic  deposits  of  $54.4  mil¬ 
lion,  representing  1.93  percent  of  total 
deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  the 
State.'  Upon  consiunmation  of  the  pro¬ 
posal,  Applicant’s  share  of  total  state 
deposits  would  only  increase  to  2.33  per- 
c«it,  and  it  would  become  the  eleventh 
largest  banking  organization  In  the 
State. 

Bank,  with  deposits  of  $113.0  million,  is 
the  tenth  largest  of  thirty -eight  banking 
organizations  in  the  Cleveland  banking 
maiket  *  and  controls  aiH>roximately  1.30 


1  Banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1974. 

*  The  Cleveland  banking  market  is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  all  of  Cuyahoga,  Lake,  and  Oeauga 
Counties,  and  parts  of  Medina,  Lorain,  Sum¬ 
mit,  and  Portgage  Counties.  Data  for  individ¬ 
ual  market  shares  are  as  of  June  80,  1973. 


percent  of  mariiet  deposits.  The  closest 
offices  of  Bank  and  Apidicant’s  sub¬ 
sidiary  bank  are  179  miles  apart.  There  is 
no  significsmt  existing  competition  be¬ 
tween  Applicant’s  subsidiary  bank  and 
Bank,  and  there  is  little  likelihood  for 
any  c<Mnpetition  to  develop  given  the  dis¬ 
tance  separating  the  institutions  and  the 
county-wide  branching  restrictions  of 
Ohio  law.  Furthermore,  de  novo  entry 
into  the  Cleveland  banking  mariiet  by 
Applicant  seems  unlikely  because  of  the 
large  number  and  size  of  the  banking 
organizations  which  presently  compete 
in  this  area.  Accordingly,  consummation 
of  the  proposed  transaction  would  ap¬ 
pear  to  have  no  adverse  effects  on  exist¬ 
ing  or  potential  competition. 

There  is  no  evidence  to  indicate  that 
the  banking  needs  of  the  Cleveland 
banking  market  are  not  being  adequately 
met.  However,  Applicant  plans  to  make 
international  services  and  FHA  and  VA 
mortgages  available  at  Bank,  and  to 
broaden  the  scope  of  Bank’s  trust  and 
leasing  operations  through  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries.  Thus,  factors  relating  to  the 
convenience  and  needs  of  the  com¬ 
munities  to  be  served  are  consistent  with 
approval  of  the  application.  The  financial 
and  managerial  resources  and  prospects 
of  Applicant,  its  subsidiary  bank  and 
nonbanking  subsidiaries,  and  Bank  are 
generally  satisfactory  and  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application.  It  has 
been  determined  that  consummation  of 
the  proposal  would  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  that  the  application  should 
be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  approved  for  tiie  reasons 
summarized  above.  The  transaction  shall 
not  be  consummated  (a)  before  the 
thirtieth  calendar  day  f<ffiowing  the  date 
of  this  Order  or  (b)  later  than  three 
months  after  the  date  of  this  Order,  im- 
less  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board  or  by  this  bank  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Cleveland,  acting  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority  for  the  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Syst«n 
effective  July  17, 1975. 

Walter  H.  MacDonald, 
First  Vice  President. 

|PR  Doc.75-19397  Filed  7-24-75:8:46  am) 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

|FDMR  Temporary  Reg.  348] 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  interests  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  In 
an  electric  rate  proceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  Is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administration  Services  Act  of 


1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40 
U.S.C.  481(a)  (4)  and  486(d) ),  authority 
is  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
to  represent  the  consumer  interests  of 
the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  before  the  North  Carolina 
Utilities  Commission  involving  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  Carolina  Power  and  Light 
Company  for  changes  in  its  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  (Docket  No.  E-2  Sub  No. 
260). 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be  ex¬ 
ercised  in  cooperation  with  the  respon¬ 
sible  officers,  officials,  and  employees 
thereof. 

ARTHxm  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

July  7,  1975. 

|FR  Doc.75-19376  Filed  7-24-76:8:46  am) 


(FPMR  Temporary  Reg.  F-3491 

SECRETARY  OF  DEFENSE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
r^resent  the  Interests  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  in 
an  electric  rate  proceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  Hus  regulation  is 
effective  July  8, 1975. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40 
U.S.C.  481(a)  (4)  and  486(d) ),  authority 
is  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
to  represent  the  consumer  interests  of 
the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  before  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Nevada  involving  the  ap- 
jilications  of  the  Nevada  Power  Company 
for  increases  in  electric  rates  (Docket  No. 
317,  Docket  No.  325,  and  related  dockets 
involving  Nevada  Power  Company  con¬ 
solidated  for  hearing  with  Dockets  317 
and  325) . 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may  re¬ 
delegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies,  procedures, 
and  controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration,  and  shall  be  ex¬ 
ercised  in  cooperation  with  the  responsi¬ 
ble  officers,  officials,  and  employees 
thereof. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

July  17, 1975. 

IFR  Doc.  75-19377  Filed  7-24-76:8:45  am) 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 
WASHINGTON  PUBLIC  POWER  SUPPLY 
SYSTEMS  NUCLEAR  PROJECTS  3  AND  5 

Correction 

Correct  location  of  the  local  Public 
Document  Room  for  the  Washington 
Public  Power  Supply  Systems  Nuclear 
Projects  3  and  5  (WPPSS  3  and  5)  cited 
in  the  notice  of  the  ACRS  WPPSS  3  and 
5  Subcommittee  August  4,  1975  meeting, 
published  at  40  FR  30329,  July  18, 1975  is 
the  H.  W.  Abel  Memorial  Library,  125 
Main  Street,  South,  Montesano,  Wash¬ 
ington  98563,  not  the  Richland  Public 
Librair.  Swift  and  Northgate  Streets, 
Richland.  Washington  99352. 

All  other  matters  pertaining  to  the 
meeting  remain  unchanged. 

Dated:  July  22, 1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.75-19365  Piled  7-24-75; 8; 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-321] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO.  AND  OGLETHORPE 
ELECTRIC  MEMBERSHIP  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  To  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
14  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-57  issued  to  Georgia  Power  Com¬ 
pany  and  Oglethorpe  Electric  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation  which  revised  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Edwin  I.  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant  Unit  1. 
located  in  Appling  County,  Georgia.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  permits  modification 
to  the  Technical  Specifications  to  correct 
an  existing  error  related  to  identification 
of  instrumentation  installed  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  piping  of  core  and  containment 
cooling  systems. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  is  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  aiH>lication  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  March  25.  1975,  (2)  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  14  to  License  No.  DPR-57,  with 
Change  No.  14,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Appling  Coimty  Public 
Library,  Parker  Street,  Baxley,  Georgia 
31513. 


A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  CTommlssion,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
18th  day  of  July,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommiS' 
Sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 


|FR  Doc.75-19362  PUed  7-24-75; 8: 45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
AGENCY  DRAFT  CODES  OF  PRACTICE 

Availability  of  Draft  for  Public  Comment 

The  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  is  developing  a  limited 
number  of  internationally  acceptable 
codes  of  practice  and  safety  guides  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  These  codes  and 
guides  will  Include  five  areas:  Govern¬ 
ment  Organization,  Siting.  Deslgm,  Oper¬ 
ations,  and  Quality  Assurance.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  these  codes  and  guides  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  IAEA  guidance  to  coimtries  begin¬ 
ning  nuclear  power  programs.  The  draft 
Code  of  Practice  on  Quality  Assurance 
for  Nuclear  Power  Plants  has  previously 
been  made  available  for  public  comment. 
The  draft  Code  of  Practice  on  Siting  is 
now  available  and  the  draft  Codes  of 
Practice  on  Operations  and  Govern¬ 
mental  Organization  probably  will  be¬ 
come  available  during  the  next  few 
weeks.  The  NRC  staff  is  soliciting  U.S. 
public  comment  on  these  draft  Codes  of 
Practice  when  they  become  available. 
Single  copies  of  these  drafts  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  a  written  request  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  OfiBce  of  Standards  Development, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  by  Augvist  11,  1975,  will  be  useful 
to  the  NRC  staff  in  preparing  for  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Senior  Advisory 
Group  of  IAEA  standards  program  now 
planned  for  September  1-5, 1975. 

The  IAEA  Codes  of  Practice  are  de- 
velor>ed  in  the  following  way.  ’The  IAEA 
has  received  and  collated  relevant  exist¬ 
ing  standards  used  by  member  coimtries. 
Using  this  collation  as  a  starting  point, 
an  IAEA  Working  Group  of  a  few  ex¬ 
perts  then  develops  a  preliminary  draft. 
(Two  Codes  of  Practice,  Design  and 
Quality  Assurance,  did  not  need  a  Work¬ 
ing  Group  because  previous  IAEA  groups, 
in  which  AEC  Regulatory  staff  members 
participated,  had  already  developed  pre¬ 
liminary  drafts  on  these  matters.)  Fol¬ 
lowing  this,  an  IAEA  Technical  Review 
Committee  reviews  the  preliminary  draft 
and  modifies  it  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
develop  a  draft  acceptable  to  the  IAEA 
Technical  Review  Committee.  The  IAEA 
Technical  Review  Committee  for  Siting 
met  in  June  1975,  and  the  Technical 
Review  Committees  for  Operations  and 
for  Governmental  Organization  will  meet 
in  July  1975.  These  draft  Codes  of  Prac¬ 
tice  will  be  sent  to  the  IAEA  Senior  Ad¬ 
visory  Group,  which  will  review  and 
modify  the  draft  as  necessary  to  reach 
agreement  on  the  draft  and  then  forward 


the  draft  to  the  IAEA  Secretariat  to  ob¬ 
tain  comments  from  the  Member  States. 
Thus  a  second  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  later  drafts  will  be  forth¬ 
coming. 

(5  t7.S.C.  522(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this 
18th  day  of  July  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogxje, 
Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
IFR  Doc.75-19364  FUed  7-24-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-29] 

YANKEE  ATOMIC  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commlsslmi  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
13  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-3  issued  to  Yankee  Atomic  Electric 
Company  which  revised  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  for  operation  of  the  Yankee 
Nuclear  Power  Station,  located  in  Rowe, 
Massachusetts.  The  amendment  is  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  adds  the  provisions  in 
the  Technical  Specifications  relating  to 
the  trip  setpoints  of  the  existing  loss-of- 
fiow  instrumentation.  The  licensee  has 
agreed  to  reconnect  the  original  aP  low 
flow  protection  instrumentation  during 
the  next  refueling  outage.  Accordingly, 
this  amendment  also  adds  notations  for 
meeting  the  presently  specified  require¬ 
ments  for  this  protection  instrumenta¬ 
tion  as  of  the  date  of  startup  with  Core 
XII. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
CJhapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  January  13,  1975,  and 
supplemental  letters  dated  February  19 
and  April  17,  1975,  (2)  Amendment  No. 
13  to  License  No.  DPR-3,  with  Change 
No.  118  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
lated  Safety  Evaluation.  All  (A.  these 
items  are  available  for  public  Inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Greenfield  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  402  Main  Street,  Greenfield,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  01581. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attentlmi;  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  16th 
day  of  July  1975, 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commls 
Sion. 


Robebt  a.  Pubple, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  DitHsion  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 


[FR  Doc.76-19363  Plied  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  July  21,  1975  (44  USC 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Fedebal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number(s). 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  Is  propos^  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re- 
vlewlELg  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respondents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  Ust  may  be  obtained  fnxn 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Poems 

ENVIBONMEMTAL  PEOTXCnOM  AGENCT 

Application  for  Federal  Assistance,  EPA  Re- 
sefuxh.  Demonstration,  and  Training  Pro¬ 
gram,  EPA  6700-12,  on  occasion,  individ¬ 
uals,  agencies,  and  institutions,  Lowry, 
B.  L.,  896-3772. 


Extensions 

DEPABTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFAXE 

Office  of  Education,  Follow  Through  Teacher 
(FT),  Teacher  (Comparison),  and  Aide 
Questionnaires,  OE-4M2,  annually,  class¬ 
room  teachers,  Marsha  Traynham,  396- 
4629. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[PR  Doc.76-19460  Filed  7-24-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration 

EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSINESS 
COMPETITION  DETERMINATIONS  UN¬ 
DER  THE  RURAL  DEVELOMPENT  ACT 

Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the  attach¬ 
ment  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  financial  assistance  in 
the  form  of  grants,  loans,  or  loan  gniar- 
antees  in  order  to  establish  or  improve 
facilities  at  the  locations  listed  for  the 
purposes  given  in  the  attached  list.  The 
finsmcial  assistance  would  be  authorized 
by  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended,  7  USC 
1924(b), 1932,  or  1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  determine  whether  such  Fed¬ 
eral  assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely 
to  result  in  the  transfer  from  one  area 
to  another  of  any  employment  or  busi¬ 
ness  activity  provided  by  operations  of 
the  iqipllcant.  It  is  permissible  to  assist 
the  establishment  of  a  new  branch,  affil¬ 
iate  or  subsidiary,  only  if  this  will  not 
result  in  increased  unemployment  in  the 
place  of  present  operations  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  believe  the  new  facility  is 
being  established  with  the  intention  of 
closing  down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  c(Hnmodities,  or  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  or  facilities  in  the  area. 


when  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  for 
such  goods,  materials,  commodities,  serv¬ 
ices,  or  facilities  to  employ  the  efficient 
capacity  of  existing  competitive  commer¬ 
cial  or  industrial  enterprises,  unless  such 
financial  or  other  assistance  will  not  have 
an  adverse  effect  upon  existing  competi¬ 
tive  enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CJFR  Part  75,  published  January  29, 
1975  (40  FR  4393).  In  determining 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  or  denied,  the  Secretary  will  take 
into  consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  emplo3rment  and  un- 
emplosmi^t  situation  in  the  local  area 
in  which  the  proposed  facility  will  be 
located. 

2.  Emplosunent  trends  in  the  same  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  fa¬ 
cility  upon  the  local  labor  market,  with 
particular  emphasis  upon  its  potential 
Impact  upon  competitive  enterprises  in 
the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  scune  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  competition  is 
a  factor) . 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such  new 
facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or  fa¬ 
cilities  operated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any  in¬ 
formation  pertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  regarding 
these  applications  are  invited  to  submit 
such  informaticm  in  writing  within  two 
weeks  of  publication  of  this  notice  to: 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Man¬ 
power,  601  D  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
p.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  21st 
day  of  July  1975. 

Ben  Buroetsky, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Manpower. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 


Applications  received  during  the  week  ending  July  18,  1976 


Office  of  the  Secretary,  Service  (Consumption 
Patterns  and  Service  Priorities  of  the 
Elderly— Service  Consumer  Questionnaire, 
single-time,  persons  60  years  old  and  over, 
Reese,  B.  F.,  396-3211. 

Revisions 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCT 

implication  for  Federal  Assistance,  State  and 
Local  Nonconstruction  Programs,  EPA 
5700-33,  on  occasion.  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernment  agencies,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration,  DlsablUty 
Determination — State  Agency,  8SA-831. 
on  occasion,  State  dlsabUlty  determination 
services,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  396-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Manpower  Administration,  Trade  Readjust¬ 
ment  AUowance  Activities  and  Smploy- 
abUlty  Services,  MA  6-83,  monthly.  State 
employment  security  agencies  petitioning 
imder  Trade  Act,  Marsha  Traynham,  396- 
4529. 


Name  of  appHoant 


Location  of  rrinripal  prodoct  or  activity 

enterpri.se 


Robert  Lucky  Bell . Junction,  Vt . Delicatessen,  restaurant  and  Ice  cream  parlor. 

New  England  Feed  Ck) . i . Portland.  Maine . Mills  poultry  feed. 

Cape  Ann  Ck)ld  SUnage,  Inc .  Gloucester,  Mass . Frosen  food  storage. 

Transfertex  International  Puerto  Rioo,  Inc..  Manati,  P.B . Thermo  printing  transfer  paper  (or  textile 

industry. 

Carpet  Center  Leasing  Co.,  Inc . .  Rocky  Face,  Qa _ Trucks  and  trailers  for  lease. 

Tracy  A.  Barnes,  DM1) . . . . . Bcnitettsvilie,  8.C _ Dentist. 

Unifour  Cktncrete  Products,  Inc . . . Hudson,  N.C; . Manufacturing  stalite  masonry  concrete 

blocks. 

Tiger  Line  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc .  Gaylord,  Mich . Manufacturing  of  rough  terrain  fork  lift 

trucks. 

Robert  8.  Herbst,  Jr . Washington,  Wis . ConvenUon/tradeshow  hotel. 

Hub«Tt  E.  and  Jane  V.  Metsger .  Crestline.  Ohio .  Retail  food  service. 

Leer  Manufacturing  Ck>.,  Inc . . New  Lisbon,  Wis _ ^Manufacturing  and  sales  of  ice  merchandisers 

and  walk-in  coolers  and  freezers. 

West  Branch  Geriatric  Village.. . West  Branch,  Mich _ Nursing  home. 

Jennle-O-Foods,  Inc _ _ WlUmar,  Minn . .  Turkey  feed  mill. 

Anderson  Grain  Corp . . . . . Levelland,  Tex _ Grain  elevators. 

Bolin's  Tru  Value  Hardware.  . . .  Clarksvlllo,  Tex _ Hardware  store. 

International  Petroleum  Services,  Inc _ _  El  Dorado,  Kans _ Manufacture,  sale  and  service  of  drilling  rigs 

and  related  oil-producing  equipment. 

J.  E.  Crofts  A  Sons . Vernal,  Utah . Logging,  sawing,  and  sale  of  lumber. 

Clarks  MesA  House,  Inc.. . . .  Riverton,  Wyo . WholesMe  and  retail  meat  sales. 

David  Spencer  Huis-Ravi^  (Toimty  Hamilton,  Mont . .  Manufacturing  of  cheese,  ice  eream,  and 

Cream^.  butter. 

Origg’s  Self-Service  Department  Store . .  Hermiston,  Oreg _ Retail  department  sUm. 

Alyucan  Interstate  Corp... . . . Pocatello,  Idaho . Lease  office  space. 


(FR  Doc.76-193(M  FUed  7-24-76:8:46  mm] 
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MIGRANT  AND  OTHER  SEASONAL 
FARMWORKERS  PROGRAM 

Fiscal  Year  1976  State  Planning  Estimates 

and  Announcement  of  Areas  Open  tor 

Competition 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  97.211,  the  Man¬ 
power  Administration  announces  (1)  the 
State  planning  estimates  for  use  by  or¬ 
ganizations  applying  for  Fiscal  Year  1976 
funds  for  Migrant  and  Other  Seasonal 
Farmworker  Programs  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  303  of  the  Comprehensive  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training  Act  of  1973  (CETA), 
and  (2)  that  all  of  the  Jurisdictions  listed 
below,  except  Alaska,  are  open  for  com¬ 
petition  among  organizations  eligible  for 
section  303  grants.  The  planning  esti¬ 
mates,  which  are  announced  for  planning 
purposes  only,  are  subject  to  Congres¬ 
sional  action  on  toe  Fiscal  Year  1976  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  Department  of  Labor, 
Manpower  Administration,  CETA. 

The  Quarterly  Agrlcultmal  Labor  Sur¬ 
vey  of  the  Statistical  Reporting  Service 
of  toe  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  was  determined  to  be  toe  best 
available  data  source  for  the  Fiscal  Year 
1976  allocation  of  section  303  fimds,  due 
to  its  superior  statistical  precision.  The 
survey  methodology  Involves  multiple 
frame  sampling  on  a  probabUlty  basis. 
Probability  samples  are  selected  from 
lists  of  employers  as  well  as  from  land 
areas  to  increase  efficiency  and  precision. 
The  employers  sampled  Included  both 
agricultural  emplo3rers  and  agricultural 
service  firms. 

The  definition  of  farmworker  used  by 
the  Statistical  Reporting  Service  cor¬ 
responds  very  closely  with  toe  section 
303  definition.  The  specific  data  item  used 
for  determining  the  planning  estimates 
is  toe  number  of  hir^  farmworkers  per 
State  in  each  calendar  quarter,  modified 
by  monthly  adjustment  factors  to  pro¬ 
duce  monthly  data. 

Eighty-five  percent  (85%)  of  the 
planned  total  section  303  allocation  has 
been  apportioned  for  toe  planning  esti¬ 
mates  for  programs  in  49  States  and 
Puerto  Rico,  based  on  each  State’s  per¬ 
centage  of  the  nation’s  farmworkers  and 
on  each  State’s  hold  harmless  level  of 
ninety  percent  (90%)  of  the  Fiscal  Year 

1975  allocation. 

Organizations  interested  in  applying 
for  these  funds  should  consult  toe  July 
9,  1975,  Federal  Register  for  the  pro¬ 
cedures  to  be  used.  A  notice  of  Intent  to 
apply.  Preapplication  for  Federal  Assist¬ 
ance  form.  Part  I,  OMB  No.  80-R0187, 
must  be  submitted  by  eligible  organiza¬ 
tions  to  toe  Department  of  Labor,  Man¬ 
power  Administration,  by  August  1, 1975. 

The  following  list  presents  toe  State 
planning  estimates  for  the  Fiscal  Year 

1976  grant  application  process  for  toe 
Jurisdictions  which  will  be  allocated 
fimds  according  to  the  procedures  de¬ 
scribed  above. 

state 

planning 

State:  eatimate 

Alabama  _  $729, 000 

Arizona .  1. 160, 000 


State 

planning 

State:  eatimate 

Arkansas _  982,000 

California _  8,480,000 

Colorado _  853, 000 

Connecticut _  280,000 

Delaware _  100, 000 

Florida  _  3,844,000 

Georgia _  1.008,000 

Hawaii .  316,000 

Idaho _  609,000 

minols _  858,  000 

Indiana _  676, 000 

Iowa . . 868,000 

Kansas _  631,000 

Kentucky  _  880, 000 

Louisiana  _  736,000 

Maine  _  247,000 

Maryland _  313,  000 

Maaeaebusetts _  274,  000 

Michigan _  926,  000 

Minnesota _  1, 076,  000 

Mississippi  _  982, 000 

Missouri  . 771,000 

Montana _  387, 000 

Nebraska _  662,  000 

Nevada _  73. 000 

New  Hampshire _  56. 000 

New  Jersey _  522, 000 

New  Mexico _  810, 000 

New  York _ 938,000 

North  Carolina _ _ _  4,791,000 

North  Dakota _  284, 000 

Ohio . . .  091. 000 

Oklahoma _  584, 000 

Oregon _  923,000 

Pennsylvania _  887,000 

Puerto  RJoo _  2, 173, 000 

Rhode  Island _  60, 000 

South  Carolina _  909, 000 

South  Dakota _  386, 000 

Tennessee _  826, 000 

Texas _  6, 127, 000 

Utah _  414, 000 

Vermont  _  110,000 

Virginia _  822,  000 

Washington  _ - _  1, 682, 000 

West  Virginia _  160,000 

Wisconsin _  1, 192, 000 

Wyoming  _  182, 000 


U.S.  total—.. . . 53,  903,  000 


Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  July,  1975. 

Robert  J.  McConnon, 

Director, 

Office  of  National  Programs. 

I  PR  Doc.76-19474  Piled  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 
The  meeting  of  toe  Federal  Advisory 
Council  on  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  scheduled  for  July  30,  1975,  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  published  July  8, 1975, 
(Federal  Register,  Vol.  40  No.  131),  is 
hereby  cancelled  due  to  further  develop¬ 
ment  of  agenda  items. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24to 
day  of  July  1975. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FR  Doc.75-19566  PUed  7--24-75;9:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[NoUcs  No.  815] 

,  ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  22,  1975. 

Cases  assigned  fpr  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  toe  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  toe  Official  Doeket 
of  toe  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  140747,  Rancocas  Valley  Bus  Service, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  November  11, 
1975,  (2  days) ,  at  Philadelphia,  PA,  in 
a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  113528  (Sub-No.  24),  Mercury 
Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  November  3,  1975,  (2  weeks) ,  at 
Baton  Rouge,  LA.  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  later  designated. 

MC  130262  Crimson  Travel  Service,  Inc., 
DBA  Crimson  Travel  Service,  now  as¬ 
signed  August  4, 1975,  at  Bost^  Mass., 
is  postponed  to  August  5,  1975,  (1 
week),  at  Boston,  Mass.,  Fifth  Floor, 
150  Causeway. 

MC-P-12333  Ehrlich-Newmark  Trucking  Co., 
Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — ^Empire  Carriers 
Corporation  (Alfred  A.  Rosenberg,  Trustee) 
MC  76065  (Sixb-No.  24).  EhrUch-Newmark 
Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  MC-P-12334,  Tredways 
Express,  Inc., — ^Purchase  (Portion) — ^Em¬ 
pire  Carriers  Corporation  (Alfred  A.  Rosen¬ 
berg,  Trustee),  MC-F-1^46,  Hempstead 
Delivery  Co.,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion)  — 
Empire  Carriers  Corporation  (Alfred  A. 
Rosenberg,  Trustee),  MC  121393  (Sub-No. 
5),  Hempstead  Delivery  Co..  Inc.  and  MC 
34975  (Sub-No.  9)  Tredways  Express,  Inc., 
now  assigned  September  8,  1975,  at  New 
York.  N.Y.,  Is  postponed  to  October  6,  1975, 
(1  week),  at  New  Yort,  N.Y.;  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19403  Filed  7-24-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  39] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  25,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  toe  Commission 
pursuant  to  sections  212(b).  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appear  below; 

Each  aimlication  (except  as  otherwise 
specifical^  noted)  filed  after  Msirch  27. 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environraent 
resulting  from  ai^roval  of  toe  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
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Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  foUowing  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  Augxist  14. 1975. 
Pursuant  to  Section  17(8)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Conunerce  Act,  the  filing  of  sdch  a 
petition  will  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  the  order  in  that  proceeding  pending 
its  disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon 
by  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-75976.  By  order  entered 
July  21.  1075,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  D  &  D  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CX>.,  INC.,  Camden,  N.J., 
of  the  operating  rights  set  forth  in  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC  134153  (Sub-No.  1),  issued 
October  7,  1971,  to  Joseph  O.  Dickerson. 
Jr.,  and  Joseph  O.  Dickerson,  Sr.,  doing 
business  as  D  It  D  TRANSPORTATION 
<X)MPANY,  Camden,  NJ.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  steel  articles,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  (Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Bayou 
Limited,  of  Pennsauken,  N.J.  Raymond 
A.  Thistle,  Jr.,  Suite  1012,  Four  Penn 
Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19103, 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  M(C-PC-75977.  By  order  entered 
July  21,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Glen  Gawan, 
Bronx,  N.Y.,  of  the  operating  rights  set 
forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC  125015,  is¬ 
sued  February  12,  1964,  to  Peter  Gaspa- 
rini,  Mamaroneck,  N.Y.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  homing  pigeons,  in 
crates,  and  in  connection  with  such  ship¬ 
ments,  supplies  and  equipment  used  in 
the  care  of  such  pigeons,  from  points  in 
Westchester  County,  N.Y.,  and  Fairfield 
County,  Conn.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  30  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Atlantic  Coast  at  At¬ 
lantic  City,  N.J.,  to  the  Delaware  River 
at  Camden,  NJ.  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10058,  practitioner  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-19404  PUed  7-24-76;8:45  am] 


(Notice  No.  40] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  25,  1975. 

Ai^lication  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  imder  section  210a(b)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transfer  application  under  Sec¬ 
tion  212(b)  and  Transfer  Rules.  49 
CFR  Part  1132: 

MC-FC-75951.  By  aiH^lication  filed 
June  18,  1975,  BILL  MURRAY  GRAIN 
SERVICE,  INC.,  Box  27,  Hopklngton,  lA, 
52237,  seeks  temporary  authority  to  lease 
the  operating  rights  of  HAYDEN  PRO¬ 
DUCE,  INC.,  101  S.  Scott  Street,  Ana- 
mosa,  LA,  52205,  tmder  section  210a(b). 


The  transfer  to  BILL  MURRAY  GRAIN 
SERVIC:E.  INC.,  of  the  operating  rights 
of  HAYDEN  PRODUCE,  INC.,  is  pres¬ 
ently  pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-ie406  PUed  7-24-76:8:46  am] 


(Notice  No.  81] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

July  21,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  im¬ 
der  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  C7PR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the 
date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  identify  the  op¬ 
erating  authority  upon  which  it  is  predi¬ 
cated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket  and 
“Sub”  number  and  quoting  the  particu¬ 
lar  portion  of  authority  upon  which  it 
relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  specify 
the  service  it  can  and  will  provide  and 
the  amount  and  tsre  of  equipment  it  will 
make  available  for  use  in  connection  with 
the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA  ap¬ 
plication.  The  weight  accorded  a  protest 
shall  be  governed  by  the  completeness 
and  pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examin^  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  the 
I.C.C.  Reid  Office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  730  (Sub-No.  382TA),  filed 
July  9.  1975.  AppUcant:  PACIFIC, IN¬ 
TERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  1417 
CTlay  St.,  Oakland,  Calif.  94612.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Thomas  J.  And- 
rich  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod- 
nets,  meat  by-products  and  articles,  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Farmland 


Foods,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Crete, 
Ndir.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana.  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah.  Washington,  and 
Wyoming,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above-named 
destinations,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  3315  N. 
Oak  Trafficway,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116. 
Send  protests  to:  A.  J.  Rodriquez,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  450 
Golden  Gate  Ave.,  Box  36004,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  94102. 

No.  MC  11727  (Sub-No.  7TA).  filed 
July  9,  1975.  Applicant:  JAMES  H. 
RUSSELL.  INC.,  3  Rocky  Hill  Road. 
Smithfield,  R.I.  02917.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Francis  E.  Barrett,  Jr.,  10  In¬ 
dustrial  Park  Road.  Hlngham,  Mass. 
02043.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bottles 
and  accessories  therefor,  from  Cllffwood, 
N.J.,  to  Merrimack.  N.H.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Midland  Glass  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  557,  Cllffwood,  N.J. 
07721.  Send  protests  to:  Gerald  H.  Curry. 
District  Supervisor,  187  Westminster  St., 
Providence,  R  J.  02903. 

No.  MC-13900  (Sub-No.  27TA).  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
HAULERS,  INC.,  228  Superior  St., 
Toledo,  Ohio  43604.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  St.,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  which  are  at  the  time  mov¬ 
ing  on  bills  of  lading  of  freight  for¬ 
warders,  as  defined  in  Section  402(a)  of 
the  Act,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Syra¬ 
cuse,  Rochester,  Buffalo,  and  Albany, 
N.Y,;  West  Haven,  Conn.;  Allentown, 
Pa.;  Worcester,  Mass.;  Whlppany,  N.J.; 
and  Wilmington,  Del.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Spiingmeier  Shipping 
Company,  Inc.,  123  Hadley  St.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  63101.  Send  protests  to:  Keith  D. 
Warner,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  313  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  234 
Summit  St.,  Toledo,  Ohio  43604. 

No.  MC  51146,  (Sub-No.  438TA),  filed 
July  11,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
'TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broad¬ 
way,  Green  Bay,  Wls.  54304.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Nell  A.  DuJardin,  P.O. 
Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cans,  aluminum, 
and  return  of  empty  pallets  and  other 
dunnage  materials,  and  refused  or  re¬ 
jected  shipments,  from  the  plantsites  and 
warehouses  of  Re3molds  Metals  Com¬ 
pany,  at  Woodbridge,  N.J.,  and  Middle- 
town  and  Warwock,  N.Y.,  to  Louisville, 
E^y.;  Pabst,  Ga.;  Cffieraw,  S.C.;  and 
Belleville,  Bl.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Rejmolds  Metals  Company, 
P.O.  Box  27003,  Richmond,  Va.  23261. 
Send  protests  to:  John  E.  Ryden,  Inter- 
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state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  135  West  Wells  St.,  Room 
807,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 

No.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  124TA),  filed 
July  9.  1975.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  & 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  2109 
Olmstead  Road.  P.O.  Box  2853,  Kala¬ 
mazoo,  Tfich.  49003.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Harris  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  Sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts  and  articles,  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  In  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  or 
utilized  by  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Crete.  Nebr.,  to  points  In  Il¬ 
linois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New 
York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above  origin  and  destined  to 
the  above-named  destinations,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Farmland 
Foods,  Inc.,  3315  N.  Oak  Trafficway, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116.  Send  protests 
to:  C.  R.  Flemming,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  225  Federal  Bldg., 
Lansing.  Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  99427  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
July  1, 1975.  Applicant:  ARIZONA  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  4150  East  Magnolia  St.. 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85005.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought  to 
oi>erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Forest  fire  retardant,  liquid,  in  bulk, 
from  Phoenix,  Arlz.,  to  points  In  New 
Mexico,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  cihemonics  Industries,  P.O.  Box 
21568,  Phoenix,  Arlz.  85036.  Send  protests 
to:  Andrew  V.  Baylor,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
3427  Federal  Bldg.,  230  N.  First  Ave., 
Phoenix,  Arlz.  85025. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  595TA),  filed 
July  7,  1975,  Applicant:  CURTIS,  INC.. 
4810  Pontiac  St.,  Commerce  City  (Den¬ 
ver),  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  David  L.  Metzler,  P.O.  Box  16004, 
StockyEirds  Station,  Denver,  Colo.  80216. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products  and  articles,  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  or  utilized  by  Farmland  Foods. 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Crete,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wy¬ 
oming,  restricted  to  the  transportatlm 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  above  origin 


and  destined  to  the  above-named 
destinations,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  3315  N. 
Oak  Trafflcway  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116. 
Send  protests  to:  Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  2022  Federal  Bldg.,  Denver, 
Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  22TA).  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02210.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  J.  Boyd,  Suite 
222,  600  Ekiterprise  Drive,  Oak  Brook, 
m.  60521.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and 
articles,  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  or  utilized  by 
Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Crete,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia.  Restriction: 
Restrict^  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  above  origin  and 
destined  to  the  above-named  destina¬ 
tions,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  3315  N.  Oak  ’TTaf- 
ficway,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116.  Send 
protests  to:  John  B.  ’Thomas,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  150 
Causeway  St.,  Room  501,  Boston,  Mass. 
02114. 

No.  MC  114284  (Sub-No.  70TA),  filed 
July  9,  1975.  Applicant:  FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTA'TION  (X).,  P.O.  Box 
82307,  Stockyards  Station,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73108.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison 
St.,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products  and  articles,  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certif¬ 
icates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  or 
utilized  by  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Crete,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Loui¬ 
siana,  Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above-named 
destinations,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Wayne  E.  Lemke,  Mgr.,  Pack¬ 
inghouse  Product  Traffic,  3315  N.  Oak 
Trafflcway,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116.  Send 
protests  to:  Marie  Spillars,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Assistant,  Interstate  Commerce 
Ccxnmission,  "Room.  240  Old  P.O.  Bldg., 
215  N.W,  Hiird,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73102. 


No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  156TA),  filed 
July  8,  1975.  Applicant:  HIRSCHBACH 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  5000  South  Lewis 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51102.  Applicant’s  representative:  George 
L.  Hirschbach  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and  ar¬ 
ticles,  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
as  de^ribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Farmland 
Foods,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Crete, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana. 
Mississippi.  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina, 
Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  'Tennessee, 
and  Texas,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Wayne  E.  Lemke,  Manager- 
Packinghouse  Product  Traffic,  Farmland 
Foods,  Inc.,  3315  N.  Oak  'Trafflcway,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.  64116.  Send  protests  to: 
Carroll  Russell,  District  Supervisor,  Suite 
620,  Union  Pacific  Plaza,  110  North  14th 
St.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  159TA),  filed 
July  9,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
REFRIGERATED  'TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  51366,  Dawson  Station,  'Tulsa, 
Okla.  74151.  Applicant's  representative: 
Neil  A.  DuJardin,  P.O.  Box  2298,  Green 
Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpKirt- 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  in  mixed  shipments  with 
cleaning,  bleaching,  washing,  and  scour¬ 
ing  compounds  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Atlanta,  Oa.,  to  points  in  Kentucky  and 
Tennessee  west  of  U.S.  Highway  431; 
points  in  Louisiana  east  of  the  Mississippi 
River;  points  in  Arkansas  on  and  ea^ 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Mis- 
souri  State  line  near  Coming,  Ark.,  and 
extending  southwesterly  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  67  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  65  at 
or  near  North  Little  Rock.  Ark.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  65  southeasterly  to 
the  Arkansas-Loulsiana  State  line  near 
Headland,  Ark.  (except  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
and  points  in  its  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission);  and  from 
Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  and  Mississippi,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Clorox  Com¬ 
pany,  Beverly  R.  Mitchell,  Asst.,  T.M., 
7901  Oakport  St.,  Oakland,  CaUf.  94621. 
Send  protests  to:  Marie  Spillars.  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions.  Room  240  Old  P.O.  Bldg.,  215  N.W. 
Third,  Oklahoma  Cfity,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  119880  (Sub-No.  69TA),  filed 
July  10, 1975.  Applicant:  DRUM  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  617  Chicago  St.,  P.O.  Box 
2056,  E.  Peoria,  HI.  61611.  Applicant’s 
representative:  B.  N.  Dnun  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Alcoholic  liquors,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Owensboro,  Ky.,  to  Cross- 
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wicks,  NJ.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Glenmore  Distilleries,  Co.,  Citi¬ 
zens  Plaza,  Louisville,  Ky.  40203.  Send 
protests  to :  Richard  K.  Shullaw,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
missicm,  Elverett  McKinley  Diriiisen 
Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St.,  Room  1086, 
Chicago,  m.  60604. 

No.  MC  126736  (Sub-No.  75TA) ,  filed 
June  25,  1975.  Applicant;  PETROLEUM 
CARRIER  CORPCfftATION  OP  FLOR¬ 
IDA,  155  East  21st  St.,  P.O.  Box  1559, 
Jacksonville,  Pla.  32201.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  L.  H.  Blow  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Motor  fuel  antiknock  compound,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Baton  Rouge,  La., 
to  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  for  subsequent  ex¬ 
port  movements,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Ethyl  Corporation,  451  Flor¬ 
ida,  Baton  Rc^e,  La.  70801.  Send 
protests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Cmnmlssion,  Box  35008, 
400  West  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  126736  (Sub-No.  76TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  27,  1075,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  14, 
1975,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  PETROLEUM  CAR¬ 
RIER  CORPORATION  OP  FTXDRIDA, 
155  East  21st  Street,  P.Q.  Box  1559, 
Jacksonville,  Pla.  32201.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  L.  H.  Blow  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dimethyl  sulfoxide  in  bulk,  from  Boga- 
lusa.  La.,  to  Jacksonville,  Pla.,  for  sub¬ 
sequent  export  movranents,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Crown  Zellerbach 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  3475,  Rincon  An¬ 
nex,  San  Prancisco,  Calif.  94119.  Send 
protests  to:  Q.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Oj^rations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  Box  35008, 
400  West  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32202.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  correct  the  docket  number  which 
was  previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  MC  12636  (Sub-No.  76TA). 

No.  MC  128616  (Sub-No.  17TA) ,  filed 
July  9,  1975.  Applicant:  BANKERS  DIS¬ 
PATCH  CXJRPORATTON,  1106  W.  35th 
St.,  Chicago,  m.  60609.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Warren  W.  Wallin  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  (H>erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Commercial  papers,  documents, 
and  written  instruments  (except  coins, 
currency,  and  negotiable  securities),  as 
are  used  in  the  conduct  and  operation  of 
banks  and  banking  Institutions,  between 
Jackson  County.  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Fremont, 
Taylor,  Page.  Mills,  and  Montgomery 
Ckiunties,  Iowa,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  United  Missouri  Bank  of  Kan¬ 
sas  Cfity,  N.A.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  United  Missouri  Bank  of  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  N.A.,  P.O.  Box  226,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64141.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  G. 
Anderson,  District  Superv’isor,  Interstate 


Commerce  Cinnmisslon,  Everett  McKin¬ 
ley  Dirksen  Bldg..  219  S.  Dearborn  St.. 
Room  1086,  (Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  129759  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
July  8,  1975.  Applicant:  TRIANGLE 
TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  490,  McKees 
Rocks,  Pa.  15136.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  A.  Charles  Tell.  100  East  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Post  tension  strand,  from 
Springfield,  Va.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Maine,  Maryland,  Connecticut,  and 
Alabama;  and  (2)  Materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  post  tension  strand,  from  Baltimore. 
Md.,  to  Springfield,  Va..  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Atlas 
Prestressing  Corp.,  Springfield,  Va.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Atlas  Pre¬ 
stressing  Corp.,  7954  Cameron  Brown  St., 
Springfield,  Va.  22153.  Send  protests  to: 
John  J.  England,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  2111  Federal  Bldg., 
1000  Liberty  Ave.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15222. 

No.  MC  134400  (Sub-No.  17TA),  filed 
July  7.  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER’S 
TRUCKING  AND  RENTAL,  INC.,  200 
Southern  Ave.,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Carl  B.  Munson. 
469  Fischer  Bldg.,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001. 

-Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bever¬ 
ages  and  advertising  material,  accom¬ 
panying  said  beverages,  from  Dubuque, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois  and  Indiana, 
locatM  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
36,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Pickett  Brewing  Company,  E.  4th  St.,  Ex¬ 
tension,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Send 
protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District 
Supervisor,  Bin*eau  of  Operations,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  875  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  134450  (Sub-Nd.  2TA),  filed 
July  10,  1975.  Applicant:  CARTAGE 
LEASING  CO.,  INC.,  17-02  Alden  Ter¬ 
race,  Pair  Lawn,  N.J.  07410.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  A  Olsen,  69  Ton- 
nele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N  J.  07306.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk) ,  for  toe  account  of  First  National 
Stores  in  shipper -owned  trailers,  between 
toe  warehouses  of  First  National  Stores, 
located  at  points  in  Massachusetts,  under 
a  continuing  contract  with  First  National 
Stores,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
First  National  Stores.  Inc.,  123  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Ave.,  South  Kearny,  N.J,  Send  jaro- 
tests  to:  Joel  Morrows,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
9  Clinton  St.,  Newaik,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  139913  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
July  10,  1975.  AppUcant:  FOSTER’S 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  174  Passaic  St.,  Gar¬ 
field.  N.J.  07026.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  B,  Papper,  168  Woodbrldge 
Ave.,  Highland  Park,  N.J.  08904.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 


rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchandise 
as  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain 
grocery  food  business  houses,  building 
supply  houses,  and  chain  retail  depart- 
moit  stores,  and  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  such  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
nesses  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  food¬ 
stuffs,  and  meats) ,  between  Vomado, 
Inc.,  facilities  in  Carlstadt,  East  Bruns¬ 
wick,  and  South  Plainfield,  N.J.,  and 
Guilderland  Center,  N.Y.,  on  toe  one 
hand,  and,  on  toe  other,  points  in  toe 
United  States  (except  Alabama.  Alaska, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Hawaii,  Kentucky, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia) ,  under 
a  continuing  contract  with  Vomado,  Inc., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Vor- 
nado,  Inc.,  174  Passaic  St..  Gaifield,  N.J. 
07026.  Send  protests  to:  Joel  Morrows, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102. 

No.  MC  141039  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
July  8, 1975.  Applicant:  HARRY  DAVID¬ 
SON,  doing  business  as  DAVIDSON 
TRUCKING.  Route  3,  P.O.  Box  616,  Si- 
loam  Springs,  Arkansas  72761.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ctoarles  W.  Atkin¬ 
son,  8  North  College  Avenue.  Fayette¬ 
ville.  Arkansas  72701.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Washed  sand  and  washed  and 
screened  gravel,  from  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to 
Fayetteville,  Springdale,  Siloam  Springs, 
and  Gentry,  Ark.  (for  180  days).  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  Tune  Construction, 
Inc.,  700  West  North  Street,  Fayettevdlle, 
Arkansas  72701;  Siloam  Springs  Ready- 
Mix.  Inc.,  Siloam  Springs,  Ark.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  District  Supervisor  William  H. 
Land.  Jr.,  3108  Federal  Office  Building. 
700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas 
72201. 

No.  MC  141077  (Sub-No.  ITA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  June  30, 1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  15, 
1975,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
Issue.  Applicant:  DEAN  JACOBSON 
AND  JACK  TANNER,  doing  business  as 
TANNER  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  53.  Al¬ 
exander.  N.  Dak.  58831.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Charles  M.  Williams,  Suite 
646,  Metropolitan  Bldg.,  1612  Court 
Place,  Denver,  CJolo.  80202.  Authority 
sought  to  op>erate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  ever  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cottonseed  pellets  and 
meal,  in  bulk,  in  bags,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Pecos 
Valley  Cotton  Oil  Mill  at  or  near  Loving. 
N.  Mex.,  to  points  in  Sheridan,  Daniels, 
Roosevelt,  Richland,  Valley,  McCone, 
Dawson,  Prairie,  Wibaux,  Fallon,  Custer, 
Carter,  and  Powder  River  Counties, 
Mont.;  and  McKenzie,  Dunn,  Mercer, 
Golden  Valley,  Billings,  Oliver,  Stark. 
Morton,  ERope,  Hettinger,  Grant,  Sioux, 
Adams,  and  Bowman  Counties,  N.  Dak. ; 
restricted:  (1)  against  toe  transiwrtatlon 
of  toe  above  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  and  (2)  to  services  rendered 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
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with  Dean  Jacobeon  and  Jack  Tanner,  a 
Partnership,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Dean  Jacobson  and  Jack  Tan¬ 
ner,  P.O.  Box  53,  Alexander,  N.  Dak. 
58831.  Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Ambs,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  P.O. 
Box  2340,  Peu^o,  N.  Dak.  58102.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  correct 
the  commodity  description. 

No.  MC  140024  (Sub-No.  54TA) .  filed 
July  8,  1975.  Applicant:  J.  B.  MONT¬ 
GOMERY,  INC.,  5565  East  52nd  Ave., 
Commerce  City,  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  F.  DeCock  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles,  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  or  utilized  by  Farmland  Foods,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Crete,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above-named 
destination,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  3315  N. 
Oak  Trafficway,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116. 
Send  protests  to:  Roger  L.  Buchanan. 
District  Supervisor.  1961  Stout  St.,  2022 
Federal  Bldg..  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  140138  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
July  7,  1975.  Applicant:  A.  W.  HURST, 
doing  business  as  SIERRA  RENTAL  & 
TRANSPORT  CO..  311  Sutro  St.,  Reno, 
Nev.  89502.  Applicant’s  representative: 
A.  W.  Hurst  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir- 
regffiar  routes,  transporting:  Gravel, 
rock,  road  mix.  cinders,  stone,  decom¬ 
posed  granite,  aggregate  and  paving 
materials  (except  cement,  lime,  and 
liquid  commodities,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  Sparks.  Nev.,  to  points  in 
California,  located  on  U.S.  Highway  395 
between  Nevada-Callfomla  Stage  Line 
at  Hallelugah  Jet.,  and  Susanville,  Calif., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Nevada 
Paring,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1006,  Sparks,  Nev. 


89431.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  G.  Har¬ 
rison,  District  Supervisor,,  203  Federal 
Bldg.,  705  North  Plaza  St.,  Carson  City, 
Nev.  89701. 

No.  MC  140829  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
July  11,  1975.  Applicant:  CARGO  CON¬ 
TRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  206, 
U  S.  Highway  20.  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51102. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  J. 
Hanlon,  60  Park  Place,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and 
articles,  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  In  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  or  utilized  by 
Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Crete,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico. 
Oklahoma.  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above-named  origin  and  destined  to 
the  above-named  destinations,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wayne,  E. 
Lemke,  Manager-Packinghouse  Product 
Traffic,  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  3315  N. 
Oak  Trafficway,  Kansas  (^ty.  Mo.  64116. 
Send  protests  to:  Carroll  Russell,  District 
Supervisor,  Suite  620  Union  Pacific  Plaza, 
110  North  14th  St..  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102. 

Application  of  Passengers 

No,  MC  141120,  TA,  filed  July  8, 
1975.  Applicant:  WALTER  W.  BELL, 
doing  business  as  TWIN  BELL’S  LIMO- 
SINE  &  SIGHTSEEING  COMPANY,  207 
Beloit  Street,  Delavan,  Wis.  53115.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  C.  Alex¬ 
ander,  710  N.  Plankinton  Avenue,  Mil¬ 
waukee.  Wls.  53203.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Passengers  and  their  baggage 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  Elkhom,  Wls.,  and  O’Hare  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Cook  Coimty,  lU.,  serv¬ 
ing  sill  intermediate  points  in  Wisconsin, 
and  the  ofl-route  point  of  the  Playboy 
Club-Hotel,  near  Lake  Geneva,  Wls.; 
from  Elkhom,  Wis..  over  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  67  to  Junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
50.  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  50  to 
Junction  UJ3.  Highway  12,  thence  over 


U.S.  Highway  12  to  Junction  Hlinoi.s 
Highway  68,  thence  over  Illinois  Highway 
68  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  53,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  53  to  Junction  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  194,  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  194  to  Junction  Interstate  1-594 
to  O’Hare  International  Airport;  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  between  Elk¬ 
hom,  Wls.,  and  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
12  and  Wisconsin  Highway  50,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points;  from  Elkhom.  Wis., 
over  East  Geneva  St.,  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  12,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  12 
to  JunctiMi  U.S.  Highway  12  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  50;  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  between  Fontana.  Wis.,  and 
Junction  Wisconsin  Highway  67  and 
Wisconsin  Highway  50,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  from  Fontana,  Wis..  over 
Wisconsin  Highway  67  to  Junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  67  and  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  50;  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
between  Delavan,  Wis.,  and  Junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  50  and  Wisconsin 
Highway  67,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Delavan,  Wls.,  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  50  to  Junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  50  and  Wisconsin  Highway  67; 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  between 
Jimction  Wisconsin  Highway  50  and 
Walworth  County  (Wls.)  Highway  F  and 
Junction  Walworth  Coimty  Highway  F 
and  Wisconsin  Highway  67,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points;  from  Junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  50  and  Walworth  County 
Highway  F,  thence  over  Walworth 
County  Highway  F  to  Junction  Walworth 
County  Highway  F  and  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  67;  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(2)  Passengers  and  their  baggage  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers  in  round- 
trip  charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Walworth  County, 
Wis.,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  ’There  are  approximately  6 
statements  of  support  attached  to  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  be  examined  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  field  office  named 
below.  Send  protests  to:  John  E.  Ryden, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations.  135  West  Wells  St., 
Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wls.  53203. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.75-19406  FUed  7-M-76;8:46  am] 
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